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DEPARTMENT OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
REPARATIONS, 1932 


REPORT 


To His Excellency, 


the Governor General in Council. 
May ir Pueasse Your EXCELLENCY: 

I have the honour to submit the following Report:— 

Following my Report, dated January 13, 19382, comprising 340 cases relating 
to maltreatment claims of former prisoners of war, the Commission has continued. 
its activities and has held sittings at the followmg places: Toronto, Hamilton, 
Montreal, St. John, N.B., Truro, Halifax, Bridgewater, Winnipeg (2 sessions), 
Calgary, Vancouver (2 sessions), Victoria, Edmonton, Saskatoon, Ottawa, and 
at Boston, Chicago and Seattle, in the United States. A further large number 
of maltreatment cases have been heard as also whatever civilian cases were 
ready for presentation. The present report is designed to comprise all cases heard 
down to June 1, 1932, and consists of decisions in 324 cases, of which 44 are 
civilian and 280 maltreatment cases. Of this latter number, 99 cases may be 
classed as default cases, in which claimants have failed to appear and in which 
it was thought advisable to complete and close the records by definite findings. 

I beg leave to refer to my earlier reports as indicating the guiding principles 
and considerations which have entered into the decision of these cases. For 
convenience of reference, the material here presented has been divided into three 
categories—Ilst, Civilian claims, 2nd, Maltreatment cases disallowed, and 3rd,. 
Maltreatment cases allowed, with an alphabetical index covering all the decisions. 
In the present report awards have been recommended in 37 maltreatment cases, 
which represents about twenty per cent of the cases in this category which were 
fully heard, a proportion of allowances considerably less than in the former report 
on maltreatment cases. It has become increasingly evident that the great 
majority of these belated cases are, if anything, purely pensionable in nature and 
should not have been presented or pressed before this Commission. 

A number of applications were received from unsuccessful claimants, who 
represented that their cases had not been fully heard, and requested that they 
be given a rehearing to produce additional evidence. In all cases in which 
claimants alleged, by affidavit, that there had been a miscarriage of justice in 
dealing with their cases, by reason of the record being incomplete, I was directed 
to hear such applications to determine whether any error had been committed. 
This seemed desirable, because the medical adviser to the Commission was not 
present upon the first Western trip when these cases were heard, and it seemed 
quite possible that some omission in the appreciation of a claimant’s physical 
condition might have occurred. In all, 28 such applications were filed. These 
claimants were, accordingly, given an opportunity to put forward the grounds 
upon which their applications were based, during the last Western trip of the 
Commission. In all but one case, it was found that there was no reason to disturb 
the original findings. ‘There was no indication that any injustice hdd been 
committed and the additional evidence offered was not of such a nature as to 
affect the result. In the one case referred to, the additional evidence was deemed 
to be important and, upon careful consideration, of sufficient weight to entitle the 
claiment to have the earlier decision revised. I refer to the case of Captain 
F. G. Pinder, No. 1995. Such revised decision is included with the present report. 
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The present report involves an expenditure amounting to $37,810.00, with 
$24,082.41 estimated interest, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, to, say, 
December 31, 1932, a total of $61,842.41. 

As will appear from my earlier report, 666 cases had then been heard and 
disposed of. Since that time decision was reached in the “Otokio” case, bringing 
the total, including the cases now under report, to 991 cases. There remain 256 
cases to be disposed of, as to which, 169 have been heard and are awaiting 
decision. 

All of which is respectfully submitted for Your Excellency’s consideration. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, November 30, 19382. 
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Total claims 44—19 allowed, 25 disallowed 


Decision 


$500.00 
500.00 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
$700.00 
1,500.00 
600.00 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
$600.00 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed. 
$1,500.00 
1,200.00 
600.00 
Disallowed 
$750.00 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
$1,750.00 
500.00 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
$700.00 
Disallowed 
$500.00 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 


500.00 
Disallowed 
Disallowed 
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CASE 2356—J. T. BENNETT 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. St. Ursula by enemy 
action on December 12, 1916. The loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is 
established by Admiralty reports and certificates from her owners, which also 
proves that claimant was aboard at the time. 

The claimant, a British subject, resident in Canada since September, 1914, 
shipped aboard the St. Ursula as a horseman. He was intending to tranship 
aboard a Donaldson Line liner at Newport News to return to England and had 
bought a new outfit. All his effects were lost when the vessel went down. The 
crew took to the boats and were later picked up by the Century and taken 
into Malta. 

Claimant advances a very modest claim for the value of his effects. Apply- 
ing the principles stated in Opinion No. 3 to my Interim Report, I consider that 
claimant is entitled to an award upon the same basis as other seamen in the 
Merchant service. 

I would, accordingly, recommend payment to him of the sum of $500 with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report.) 


WRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortawa, October 138, 1932. 


CASE 2360—ALFRED J. BLAKE 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Belgian by enemy 
action, off the coast of Ireland, on May 24, 1917. The fact of the loss of the 
vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty reports. 

Claimant, a Canadian, was emploved aboard as second cook. His presence 
on the ship in that quality, is proven by letter from her owners, Frederick 
Leyland & Co. Ltd., dated April 20, 1981. He claims for the loss of his personal 
effects, cash, and loss of wages, a total sum of $300. 

For the reasons expressed in Opinion No. 3 to my Interim Report, I consider | 
that claimant is entitled to an award for loss of personal effects and solatium 
similar to awards to seamen of the same classes. It is unnecessary to consider 
in detail the itemized list of effects submitted. I do not regard him as entitled 
to any amount for loss of time. I would recommend a payment to claimant of 
the sum of $500, covering loss of effects and solatium, with interest thereon, at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 
(Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report.) 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Otrawa, August 30, 1932. 


CASE 2382—JOHN BOOTH 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Crispin by enemy 
action, on March 29, 1917, off Hook Point, with the loss of lives. The fact of 
the loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty 
reports, and the presence aboard of claimant, as an able seaman, has also been 
proven. 
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Claimant is a British subject, born in England, who came to Canada to 
reside in 1922. He makes claim for the loss of his personal effects, which were 
left aboard at the time the vessel was destroyed. 

For reasons detailed in Opinion No. 1 to my Interim Report, I regret that 
the claim cannot be allowed, because claimant was not resident in Canada at 
or previous to January 10, 1926, date of the ratification of the Treaty of 
Versailles. That date has been accepted as constitutive of jurisdiction to base 
claims before this Commission, and it is unfortunate for claimant, whose claim 
otherwise appears to be well founded, that he must be found ineligible for 
compensation. The claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


OtTtTawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2362—MRS. G. BROWN 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the United States fishing schooner 
A, Piatt Andrew, by enemy action, on August 20, 1918, off the coast of Nova 
Scotia. The fact of the loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established 
by report of the United States Mixed Claims Commission. 

Claimant, a British subject, now resident in Gloucester, Mass., makes claim, 
as the wife of Wilfrid A. Brown, who is declared to have been cook aboard the 
vessel at the time of her loss. Claimant alleges that her husband left her in 
the Fall of 1923, and that she has not since heard from or of him. She advances 
the claim upon the assumption that he is now dead and asks for the balance of 
the amount due for the share in the catch payable to her husband, and also for 
the value of his personal effects which were lost when the vessel went down. 
It developed later, and is shown by correspondence, that Brown is not dead and 
has been paid the balance due for his share of the catch by owners. 

Claimant did not appear before the Commission at its sessions held in 
Boston on May 31, 1982, but her counsel reported the foregoing facts and did 
not press the claim further. 

It is clear, in the circumstances, that claimant is without right in putting 
forward tthe present claim. It is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


OrTawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2384—HAROLD E. BURKE 


This claim is supplementary to an award made and paid to claimant by 
my predecessor, Mr. Friel (Case No. 5). Claimant now seeks to obtain an 
award covering cash which he had with him aboard the Mayola, and later 
the Drina, when these vessels were destroyed by enemy action. He also 
contends that the previous award—$600 for loss of personal effects and solatium 
—did not cover the value of his personal effects. It is contended that he was 
not present before the previous Commissioner and that his claim was assessed 
upon a crew list furnished by owners. Claimant was advised, at the hearing, 
that this Commission has no authority to reopen or review decisions of the 
previous Commissioners, and I adhere to the view then expressed. ‘There is, 
moreover, a serious question as to the nationality of claimant at the time 
of the loss referred to. He was an American citizen, and the mere fact that 
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he subsequently enlisted in the Canadian forces, would not, in my view, as 
to a civilian claim, constitute him a Canadian national and entitled to claim 
before this Commission. There are other unusual circumstances connected with 
the case, which need not be set out at length. On the whole, having regard 
to all the circumstances, the present claim is unfounded and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, October 12, 1932. 


CASE 2547—WILLIAM BYERS 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Empress of Midland, 
by enemy action, on March 27, 1916, in the North Sea. The fact of the loss 
of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty reports and 
certificate from her owners. 

The claimant, a British subject, resident in Canada since 1903, was Chief 
Engineer aboard the vessel when she was lost. He claims for the loss of his 
personal effects and for solatium and, moreover, asserts a claim for impair- 
ment of health resulting from the casualty. In all he claims the sum of $1,500. 
It is clearly established, from certificate of the owner and supporting testimony 
of a shipmate, that claimant was aboard, in the quality stated, when the vessel 
was destroyed. 

Claimant declares that he was compelled to take to the boats in his shirt 
sleeves and had no opportunity to remove any of his effects. He was uninjured 
but declares that the exposure in an open boat, about an hour and a half, 
before they were picked up has affected his nervous system and that he suffers 
from rheumatism. 

As to the claim for loss of personal effects and for solatium, claimant has 
made out a case and is entitled to succeed. It is unnecessary to itemize and 
value the the effects lost, since scale awards have been made in these cases 
in accordance with the observations contained in Opinion No. 3, annexed to my 
Interim Report. Having regard to the scale there adopted, I would consider 
claimant entitled to an allowance of $700, including solatium. 

I do not find that claimant has made good his claim for injury to his 
health. Dr. J. E. Bond came before the Commission and explained that he 
had attended claimant since 1918, that his complaints are insomnia and nervous- 
ness and pains in knee and joints. He infers that exposure at the time of the 
casualty may have had something to do with the arthritic condition, but of 
course cannot do more than express an opinion on the subject. I hardly think 
that exposure in an open boat for 14 hours, unless attended by more severe 
hardship than has been shewn, would affect claimant’s health permanently. 
It must be borne in mind that claimant is now over 60 years of age and must 
expect to suffer the usual ailments of advancing years. 


On the whole, therefore, I cannot allow the claim for injury to health, 
but I would recommend a payment to claimant of $700, for loss of personal 
effects and solatium, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 238, 1932. 
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CASE 2401—JAMES CAMPBELL 


This claim arises out of the destruction, by enemy action, of the ss. 
Gartness on August 19, 1917, in the Mediterranean. ‘The loss of the vessel, 
in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty Reports. 

Claimant is a British subject by birth, who came to Canada to reside 
permanently in 1913. He was a fireman aboard the vessel when she was hit by 
torpedo and escaped in a boat, which was overturned. After several] hours 
in the water claimant, with others, was picked up by a trawler and landed in 
Malta. There was some confusion at the outset, due to the use of the names 
John and James as applied to claimant, in establishing that claimant was in 
fact aboard at the time of the loss. Full investigations have been conducted 
and it has now been satisfactorily proven that claimant was aboard the vessel. 
Claimant declares that he sustained a fracture of the leg while in the water, 
that he received some treatment therefor at Malta, but that the leg still suppu- 
rates and constitutes a disablement. Report from the Treasury Department, 
Malta, indicates that claimant was there landed, as a survivor of the Gartness, 
but it does not appear that he was admitted to hospital on that occasion. He 
was repatriated ex ss. Jtria on September 18, 1917. A certificate from the 
Captain of the Port of Gibraltar, dated October 3, 1917, has been produced, 
which in part bears out claimant’s contention that he was injured when the 
vessel went down. This certificate reads as follows:—‘‘This is to certify that 
the bearer, J. Campbell, whose photo is attached is a disabled British seaman 
landed at this port from the ss. Jtrra, on the grounds injured when vessel 
British ss. Gartness torpedoed. Then follows a description of the man, with 
his photograph. This record is substantially consistent with the story told. by 
claimant before the Commission. I consider, therefore, that claimant has 
established that he sustained an injury to his leg when the vessel was torpedoed. 

The medical evidence discloses that claimant sustained a “compound frac- 
ture tibia and fibula left leg in lower third. Five inch scar down the shin, and 
the tibia has apparently been split and is now wider than normal. The ankle 
is partially ankylosed.” His percentage of disability is stated at 85 per cent. 
Dr. F. W. Lees, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. 


Claimant still suffers with this leg and is unable to make any continuous 
use thereof. He claims for personal injuries a sum of $5,000, and for loss of 
earnings an additional sum of $5,000. The only amount received by him was 
£7, from the Board of Trade, for loss of kit. It does not appear that he ever 
made claim for personal injury. 

For the reasons stated in Opinion No. 3 to my Interim Report, I consider 
claimant entitled to an award for the loss of his personal effects, and the usual 
solatium, on the basis of awards made to seamen in the Merchant service. This 
will amount to $500 without deduction for any sums paid by the British 
authorities. As to the personal injuries, I consider that a sum of $1,000 will 
be adequate compensation. I would, accordingly, recommend a total payment 
to claimant of $1,500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to the Interim 
Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Ortawa, October 13, 19382. 
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CASE 2386—THOMAS CANN 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the United States fishing schooner 
J. J. Flaherty, sunk by enemy submarine on August 25, 1918, off Miquelon 
Island. The loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by report 
of the United States Mixed Claims Commission and her loss has already been 
the subject of previous awards (Cases 1668 and 1687). The presence of claimant 
aboard the vessel, as a fisherman, is proven by the crew list furnished by the 
Mixed Claims Commission, corroborated by the statement of a witness who 
was a shipmate with claimant. 

Claimant is a British subject, born in Nova Scotia; now resident in the 
United States, but retaining his British citizenship. He makes claim for the loss 
of his personal effects and the usual solatium. 

Applying the principles stated in Opinion No. 3 to my Interim Report, I 
consider claimant entitled to an award upon the same basis as other fishermen 
claimants. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of the sum 
of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 138, 1932. 


CASE 993—EDGAR A. COAPMAN 


This is an application to reopen an award made by the late Dr. Pugsley, 
for the purpose of obtaining interest beyond the date stated in the decision. It 
is contended that interest should run from the date of the loss rather than from 
the date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, as 
allowed by Dr. Pugsley. 

I am clearly of opinion that I have no authority to reopen and revise a 
decision of a previous Commissioner, what ever my views may be as to the 
date from which interest should run. The case is distinguishable from the deci- 
sion in case No. 1211 wherein supplementary interest was allowed because of 
what appeared to have been an inadvertent omission in the original award. 

The present claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Otrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2365—GEORGE R. COPELAND 


This claim is advanced by the brother of one E. P. Copeland, who is alleged 
to have been a passenger aboard a vessel which was torpedoed on her way home 
from India in the year 1817. The name of the vessel is not given. The claim 
is for loss of personal effects, amounting to the sum of $3,500, left by de- 
ceased aboard when he escaped in his pyjamas. It is moreover alleged that 
deceased died shortly afterwards as a result of exposure. 

Claimant appeared before the Commission at Vancouver but was unable to 
give any particulars of the claim. It appears that deceased leit no will, that 
claimant is one of four surviving brothers and sisters, and the general statement 
is made that upon intestacy they would be entitled to inherit the estate of 
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deceased. The remaining brothers and sisters reside in Scotland. Claimant 
himself, while he came out to Canada previous to January 10, 1920, did not 
actually take up residence here until sometime in September, 1920. 

It was explained to claimant, at the hearing, that the evidence submitted 
was quite inadequate to base an award and he was requested to obtain the 
name of the vessel, some evidence of his brother’s presence aboard, letters of 
administration of deceased’s estate and better evidence of the cash alleged to 
have been carried by deceased and the value of the personal effects. Claimant 
has not produced any further evidence. 

In this state of the record, quite apart from the fact that claimant does not 
appear to have been a resident of Canada on or before January 10, 1920 
(see Opinion No. 1 to interim Report), there is no substantiation for the claim. 
It must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2277—L. A. COTTON 


The claimant is a member of the religious sect known as the Christ Adel- 
phians. It is a tenet of his faith that he cannot bear arms, and for refusing 
to do so, as a member of the First Battalion, he was imprisoned in England, 
sent to Canada, under guard, and remained in confinement. He makes claim for 
$25.00 the value of a watch and chain, taken from him whilst so detained in 
England. He declares that this property was taken from him by one named 
Boon, possibly a sergeant with the Canadians. It was pointed out to claimant, 
at the hearing, that his claim did not fall within the relevant sections of the 
Treaty of Versailles and that since he could not show a loss due to enemy 
action, this Commission was without jurisdiction to entertain the claim. Upon 
a perusal of the record and the evidence given by claimant this view is con- 
firmed. The claim is unfounded and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2318—E. J. DAVIS 


Claimant was a trained munition worker, residing in Canada, at the 
outbreak of war. He was taken to England and set to work upon shells at the 
Messrs. Vickers, where he remained for over 3 years, constantly employed upon 
night shift. He suffered a nervous collapse and was returned to Canada, with 
high commendation of his war time service. He developed epilepsy, from which 
he still suffers, and which he attributes to the long and continuous work upon 
night shift and also indefinitely to the fear of air raids over England. 

The medical certificates produced by claimant bear out his statement that 
he is subject to epileptic fits and that he is not in normal condition. He still 
suffers from the malady. At the hearing, claimant was confused and was not able 
to give a very clear account of what had happened to him. He does say that 
his condition was brought about by the overstrain of his work, which broke 
down his powers of resistance. 
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In this state of the record, I cannot find that claimant’s present condition is 
attributable to enemy action except in a very indirect manner. His health broke 
down as the result of work which he was called upon to do and for which he was 
paid. I do not regard his case as falling within the relevant sections of the 
Treaty of Versailles. It must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commusstone’. 
Orrawa, September 12, 1932. 


CASE 2313—LEO DAVIS 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant on March 2, 
1931. It appears from the demand that claimant was enlisted in the Navy and 
claims for injury to his nerves as a result of having been through the battle of 
Jutland. He was advised that these facts did not constitute a valid claim, but 
that if he desired to appear before the Commission his claim would be heard 
on April 28, at Toronto. Claimant failed to appear. The claim is accordingly, 
disallowed for want of prosecution. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2322—PHILLIPPE A. DEHASE 


Claimant, originally a Belgian, first came to Canada to reside in March, 
1920, and became naturalized as a British subject in 1926. During the war he 
was living in Belgium near Brussels. His household effects and property were 
requisitioned by the German troops. He now makes claim for the value thereof, 
some $600, and explains that he had already filed claim with the Belgian authori- 
ties, but that his claim was disallowed because of his change of nationality. 

It was explained to claimant, at the hearing, that this Commission had no 
authority to entertain his claim because he was not a British subject at the time 
of the alleged loss and moreover, had only become resident in Canada after 
January 10, 1920, date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles. Upon 
further consider ation, this view is confirmed and the claim must be disallowed 
for want of jurisdiction. (See Opinion No. 1 to Interim Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 30, 1932. 


CASE 2332—EMERY J. DOANE 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the United States fishing schooner 
Sylvania, sunk by the enemy raider Triwnph on August 21, 1918 on Quero 
fishing grounds. The fact of the loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is 
established by report of the United States Mixed Claims Commission and her 
loss has been the subject of previous awards made by this Commission. 

The claimant was Canadian born but became naturalized in the United 
States on January 15, 1919. He makes claim for the loss of his personal effects 
and the solatium paid to other survivors of the crew. Claimant’s presence 
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aboard the vessel is established by the crew list filed by owners of the vessel and is 
moreover attested by the statements of other members of the crew. Claim is 
also made for loss of time and an alleged share in the catch of the vessel. I 
cannot allow these two latter claims, which were also denied in the cases of other 
members of the crew. 

Applying the principles stated in the various Opinions accompanying my 
Interim Report and in particular, having regard to Opinion No. 3, I consider 
the claimant entitled to an award upon the same basis as other fishermen 
claimants. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $600, 
but, without interest, because of claimant’s American citizenship, prior to January 
10, 1920. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 12, 1932. 


CASE 2317—ALBERT DUNN 


Claimant has been resident in Canada since 1904. In the year 1915 he was 
engaged in the dairy business in partnership with his brother. The brother 
operated a farm at Dudley, B.C. and claimant retailed the milk in Vancouver. 
It seems that the brother sold the cattle and went off to the United States 
without accounting to claimant. The brother sailed on the ill fated Lusitania 
and appears to have written claimant that he would make good to the latter the 
amount of his defaleation. ‘Claim is now made that had the brother not lost his 
life when the Lusitania was lost he would have fulfilled this promise. 

Clearly the case is without foundation. The mere conjecture that the 
deceased would have made good to claimant his loss cannot support a claim for 
loss through enemy action. It is unnecessary to deal further with the matter. 
The claim must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 12, 1932. 


CASE 2338—C. H. EDMOND 


Claimant is a British subject, resident in Canada, with his family, long 
before the war. When he enlisted in the Canadian Expeditionary forces in 1916 
his family, consisting of his wife and three young children, went to England to 
live. They took up residence on Babbington Road, Streatham, London. Claimant 
was in the North of England, with his unit. In the month of September 1916 
an air raid took place over this section of London and the house next door was 
struck and blown up. Mrs. Edmond thus describes the incident. 


“Tt was in the middle of the night sometime, and I woke up and I 
heard a terrific bang somewhere, and I jumped up and ran in to the 
children, and Bob woke up and woke up the other two, and I said, ‘It is 
alright, it is just a thunder storm’. But Bob would not go to sleep and I 
sat with him and I was supposed to take them downstairs, but I was at 
the top of the building, and I was supposed to take them downstairs, but 
but I was by myself and I could not take one and leave two, or I could 
not take two and leave one; and then we smelt gun-powder and every- 
thing else and we heard the people scream.” 
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As a result of this experience, it is alleged that the child Bob, then aged 
about 5 years, sustained a nervous collapse, his growth, mental and physical, 
became arrested and it was only when he was about sixteen years of age that 
he appeared to become normal. He is now 21 years of age, is six feet one inch 
tall and is apparently in good physical condition. The two little girls, who were 
also present at the time of the raid, sustained no injury. It is declared that this 
boy had been a normal healthy child before the occurrence and thereafter was 
terrified at noises, and manifested signs of mental deficiency. It has been im- 
possible to give the lad a proper education and he is now unable to earn a 
living. Claim is made by his father, the claimant, for the expense he has in- 
curred through his son’s illness and the estimated cost of educating the boy 
now to take his proper station in life. The boy was present before the Commis- 
sion, and appeared to be a normal, healthy young man. It is stated that in some 
respects he is quite intelligent, but in others he is almost wholly deficient in 
ability to learn. He is a great reader and retains much of his reading. 

Dr. W. J. McKenzie appeared as a witness, and declared he had seen the 
boy on several occasions since 1927. He finds that the boy cannot concentrate 
on certain things such as mathematics, but is clever in other respects. From 
the history of the case, Dr. McKenzie expresses the opinion that the boy’s condi- 
tion may be traced and attributed to the air raid in question. The family history 
is good and there appears to be no other cause for such sub-normalcy. 

I have given very careful consideration to this case and have conferred with 
the Medical Adviser to the Commission, Dr. Cathcart, who was present at the 
hearing and who examined the boy. I concur in the view expressed by him that 
the cause and effect has not been definitely established. I cannot say, from the 
record, that claimant’s son sustained such injury at the time of the air raid as 
would account for his subsequent condition and his present deficiencies. With 
great regret, therefore, I cannot allow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, September 12, 19382. 


CASE 2415—VICTOR ERICKSON 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Snowdon Range by 
enemy action on March 28th 1917, off the Irish Coast. The loss of the vessel, 
in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty reports. 

Claimant, a naturalized British subject, was employed aboard as a stoker. 
He claims for the loss of his personal effects. It appears from the record that 
claimant was originally a Swedish subject, who was naturalized in Cardiff, 
Wales, in 1911. He came to Canada to reside in September 1920. At the hear- 
ing, he was advised that this Commission had no jurisdiction to entertain the 
claim, because he had not become a resident of Canada, on or prior to January 
10th, 1920, 

This view is now adhd For reasons set forth in Opinion No. 1, 
annexed to my Interim Report, January 10th, 1920, date of the ratification of 
the Treaty of Versailles, was selected as the date ‘constitutive of bamanentons 
The claim, accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, October 13, 1932. 
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CASE 2543--WILLIAM A. FERGUSON 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Mount Temple, by 
enemy action, on December 6th, 1916. The fact of the loss of the vessel, in the 
manner indicated, is established by Admiralty reports and her loss has been the 
subject of previous awards. 

Claimant, a British subject, resident in Canada since 1905, was employed 
aboard the vessel as a horseman. When the Mount Temple was captured by 
the Moewe, claimant, with other members of the crew, was made prisoner, was 
finally landed in Germany and held in various camps for the duration of the 
war. He was at Swinemund, Brandenburg, Premnitz and Dulmen, and served 
in coal mines near the Austrian border until repatriated to England in November 
1918. He was unwounded when captured, but complains that as a result of his 
experience his health has been shattered and his earning ability very seriously 
reduced. His claim is restricted to disability resulting from maltreatment. He 
tells the story, with which we have grown familiar in the numerous prisoner of 
war cases, of hard labour, insufficient food and frequent beatings. While he 
suffers no disability from these beatings, he urges that the stress and strain 
upon his physique, with starvation conditions, has impaired his health. Taken 
ill while at work, he was denied medical attention and was driven to work. He 
complains chiefly of his nervous condition and stomach ailments. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic indigestion, 
loss of weight and strength. His percentage of disability is stated at from 334 
per cent to 50 per cent. Dr. Clarence F. A. Gray, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission, but states it as his opinion, in his 
certificate, that claimant’s experiences may well have resulted in his present 
debilitated condition. 

The main difficulty in this case is lack of corroboration as to claimant’s 
presence aboard the Mount Temple. There is only his unsupported statement 
to establish the fact. I have, however, carefully tompared his statement of the 
circumstances surrounding the ioss of the vessel and the sequence of events which 
followed, and, I find that the recital is entirely consistent with the statements 
of other members of the crew who were captured at the same time. Claimant’s 
version tallies so closely with other evidence, that I have become convinced 
that he was, in fact, aboard the vessel and was taken prisoner as stated. The 
medical evidence connecting his present condition with his experiences in 
Germany, also leaves much to be desired, but, again, having regard to the mass 
of testimony brought before us, in prisoner of war cases as to the conditions 
prevailing in the coal mines, where claimant was compelled to work, I regard 
it as more than probable that claimant’s health suffered as a result of his treat- 
ment there. I am of opinion, therefore, that claimant has been successful in 
showing some disability resulting from treatment while held captive. 

I have analyzed the decisions of previous Commissioners dealing with 
prisoners taken from the Mount Temple and who underwent treatment some- 
what similar to that meted out to claimant. Even in the case of a prisoner 
wounded at the time of capture the highest award made was $1,595, which 
covered damage to health, loss of effects and loss of time. It must be borne in 
mind that claimant, unlike military prisoners of war, is not entitled to pension, 
and received no accumulated pay upon repatriation. His position is, therefore, 
quite different to that of soldier claimants. Applying the principles stated in 
Opinion No. 2 to my Interim Report, and having regard to the circumstances of 
claimant’s captivity, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $1,500, 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 


1920, to date of payment. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 31, 1932. 
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CASE 2299—MRS. G. H. FLINT 


The claimant is a Canadian, widow of the late G. H. Flint. At the outbreak 

of war she was resident in Leipsic, Germany, with her two daughters, aged 21 
and 19 years respectively. These young ladies were completing their musical 
education. Claimant had furnished an apartment from the savings effected by 
her out of moneys supplied by her husband. For several months, apart from 
petty annoyances, claimant and her daughters were not interfered with by the 
German authorities. Finally, early in November, 1914, an opportunity arose 
to leave the country and claimant left her apartment with her two daughters, 
taking only a few suit cases, containing their personal effects. At this time, 
a son was living with them. He was not allowed to leave and remained on in 
the apartment until January 1915, when he was abruptly arrested and taken to 
Ruhleben camp, where he remained for the duration of the war. 

Claim is now made by claimant for the value of her household furniture 
and effects, which she abandoned in her precipitate departure from Germany. 
This portion of the claim is placed at the sum of $1,800, $800 for a grand piano, 
and the remainder for household effects. Claimant also seeks to recover a 
further sum of $2,000 for “food supplies to my son, W. G. Flint, in German 
prison and partial support of his wife and family in Canada.” I may say, at 
once, that I do not regard this latter claim as having merit. The damage is 
too remote and, moreover, has not been established. 

As to the claim for loss of effects, I find it proved that Mrs. Flint and her 
two daughters were resident in Germany, as alleged, and that they probably 
had the effects for which claim is made. I find also that these effects were 
properly her property. The evidence as to why these goods were not stored 
is not entirely satisfactory nor has it been shown that efforts have been made 
to recover the property since the war. Notwithstanding these discrepancies 
in the record, I have reached the conclusion that it is a proper inference from 
the facts shown that the goods in question were seized or taken possession of 
by the German authorities upon the arrest of claimant’s son. The evidence of 
value is not complete, but having regard to all the circumstances, I believe it 
is fair to say that claimant sustained damage by the illegal taking of her 
property, to the extent of $1,200.00 and I would, accordingly, recommend 
payment to her of this sum, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent 
per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4. 
to Interim Report). 

Nore.—Interest allowed from January 10, 1920, only, because date of loss 


indefinite. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2387—ANDREW FRAZIER (FOUGERE) 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the United States fishing schooner 
J. J. Flaherty, sunk by enemy submarine on August 25, 1918, off Miquelon 
Island. The loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by report 
of the Unted States Mixed Claims Commission and her loss has already been 
the subject of previous awards (Cases 1668 and 1687). The presence of 
claimant aboard the vessel, as a fisherman, is proven by the crew list furnished 
by the Mixed Claims Commission, corroborated by the statement of a witness 
who was a shipmate with claimant. 

Some confusion has arisen as to claimant’s name. The birth certificate 
produced evidences the birth in Nova Scotia of Andre Clifford Fougere (said 
to be the French version of his name) while the claimant is now known as Andrew 
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Frazier. The evidence has clearly explained the discrepancy and established 
the identity of claimant as a British subject, whose name was anglicised when 
he went to live in the United States. He is shown to have retained his British 
citizenship. He makes claim for the loss of his personal effects and the usual 
solatium. 

Applying the principles stated in Opinion No. 3 to my Interim Report, I 
consider claimant entitled to an award upon the same basis as other fishermen 
claimants. I would, accordingly, recommend payment to claimant of the sum 
of $600.00, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 18, 1982. 


CASE 2295—JAMES GILBERT 


‘Claimant is a British subject, born in England, who came to reside in Canada 
on May 30, 1920. He makes claim for the loss of personal effects and damage 
sustained through the bombing of his home at Walthamstow, in August or 
September 1916. At the time claimant was enlisted and training at Windsor 
and does not know personally of the air raids in question. He saw the premises 
immediately after the occurrence. No other evidence is made as to these raids 
nor has any proof been made of the extent of the damage sustained. 

At the hearing, claimant was advised that this Commission could not ‘assume 
jurisdiction of the claim because he was not resident in Canada on or before 
January 10, 1920, date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles. As 
explained in Opinion No. 1 to my Interim Report, this date was selected as 
constitutive of jurisdiction. The claim, accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Otrawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2684—JOSEPH D. HELIE 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the S.S. Englishman on March 
24, 1916, by enemy action, in the North Channel, between Scotland and Ireland. 
The loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty 
reports. 

Claimant, a Canadian born, was aboard the vessel in the capacity of ship’s 
surgeon. This latter fact is established by contract of engagement anid certificate 
of the vessel’s owners that he was aboard at the time of her loss. Claimant has 
also produced his birth certificate. He now makes claim for the value of his 
personal effects, medical instruments and books and some cash, which were lost 
when the vessel went down. The value placed upon these effects, including cash, 
is $750.00. 

Claimant has quite definitely established the necessary facts entitling him 
to an award and I see no reason to question the value placed upon his personal 
effects and medical equipment. The amount claimed seems reasonable. I would, 
accordingly, recommend payment to claimant of the sum of $750.00, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5% per annum, from January 10, 1920 to date of payment. 
( Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report). 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 12, 1932. 
61083—2 
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CASE 2294—J. J. HILL 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the Trish Mail Packet 5.8. 
Leinster, on October 10, 1918, by enemy action in the Irish Sea. The fact of 
the loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty 
Reports. 

The claimant, born in England, but resident in Canada since 1911, had 

enlisted with the Canadian Expenditionary Forces, Regimental No. 70232. He | 

' was discharged after being wounded in 1916 and joined the Royal Garrison 
Artillery in 1917 as a gunner—Regimental No. 119857. A certificate of employ- 
ment during the war is filed by claimant, which establishes the foregoing facts 
and also corroborates his statement that he was aboard the Leinster when she 
was destroyed. The evidence shows that claimant was an enlisted man at the 
time of the loss and was being transferred from Ireland from one unit to another. 
His claim is for the loss of personal effects and cash, with some suggestion of 
personal injury, which latter claim was not, however, pressed. The sum claimed 
for loss of property and cash is $300.00. : 

I do not consider that claimant can qualify as a civilian claimant. He was 
at the time, a member of the British military forces and as such has no claim 
within the relevant sections of the Treaty of Versailles. Moreover, there is no 
corroboration as to the effects and cash !ost, or proof of the value thereof. In 
these circumstances, the claim cannot be allowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 12, 1932. 


CASE 2402—W. T. JOHNSON 


Claimant appeared before the Commission at its Vancouver sessions on 
October 9, 1931, and put forward a claim for loss of property. Before he went 
overseas claimant had made some improvements to a property on the North 
Thompson river. When he enlisted he locked the place up and upon his return 
found that it had been broken into, the door casings and windows taken out and 
all furniture removed. He is unable to say when or how this occurred. It was 
pointed out to claimant, at the hearing, that without some evidence of enemy 
action the claim could not succeed. The matter was not further pressed, and the 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 1950—ERNEST JONES 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Towergate on April 16, 
1917, by enemy action. The fact of the loss of the vessel, in the manner 
indicated, is established by Admiralty reports and certificate from the Registrar- 
General of Shipping, dated June 17, 1931, which latter document, together with 
certificate from her owners, corroborates claimant’s statement that he was 
serving aboard the vessel, as 3rd Engineer, at the time of her loss 

The claimant is a British subject, born in England, but who became 
resident in Canada in 1918. While claimant was on duty in the engine room, 
the vessel was torpedoed, two days out from Bermuda, on a voyage to England. . 
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The vessel began to go down by the head and the crew was compelled to jump 
for the lifeboats. In doing so claimant declares that he was “caught right in 
the crotch,” causing injury, and also sustained an injury to his left hand in 
seeking to protect himself. After 4 days and 5 nights in an open boat, 19 mem- 
bers of the crew, including claimant, landed at Blasket Islands, Ireland. 
I. J. Derrick, 2nd Engineer aboard the vessel, who has furnished an affidavit, 
thus describes their experiences. ‘That during said period there were 10 or 11 
men in the boat without food or water, in a strong icy cold northwest wind 
and some of the men died and some went mad and the others had severe frost- 
bite and had afterwards to get fingers and toes amputated. . . .” He adds 
that claimant suffered exposure and severe physical injuries. While not precisely 
similar to claimant’s statement as to the site of the loss of the vessel or the 
number of men in the boat this evidence substantially corroborates claimant’s 
story. Claimant declares that he received medical attention for his injuries 
at Limerick and was laid up for 5 weeks. Efforts have been made to corroborate 
this statement, because reports of the loss do not contain any mention of an 
injury to claimant. The only evidence of this nature consists in a certificate 
of Dr. D. S. Dewar, of North Shields, who declares that claimant was a “ panel 
patient of mine while I was in practice at Wellington Quay and as far as I can 
remember I attended him for injuries received while he was resident there.” 
It will be seen that this is not very satisfactory or conclusive evidence of the 
fact of injury. After careful consideration of alll the evidence, I have, however, 
reached the conclusion that claimant did sustain an injury at or during the 
time the vessel was destroyed and that his story of the circumstances, with 
such corroboration as is furnished by the certificate of the second engineer, 
may be accepted. 

The medical evidence now furnished consists in certificates of Dr. J. N. 
Humphrey, dated April 8, 1931 and April 19, 19382. I quote from Dr. Hum- 
phrey’s latter certificate, “There is a definite enlargement of the right testicle, 
due to an acute orchitis (inflammation) which was apparently due to his injury 
at that time. The extra weight of the testicle has caused a dropping of the 
scrotum (bag) which necessitates his wearing a support. JI am convinced that 
this dragging condition causes the pain in the lower part of the abdomen. He 
also complains of sexual impotence, which I believe is directly due to his injury 
and this no doubt affects his general health.” 

Claimant was examined by the medical adviser to the Commission, Dr. 
J. P. S. Cathcart, who noted the condition referred to and recommended certain 
tests, which were duly carried out with negative results, this eliminating a very 
usual cause for the existing condition. Dr. Cathcart places claimant’s disability 
at about 15 per cent. 

Claimant claims a sum of $10,000 for personal injuries and while he declares. 
in his testimony that he restricted his claim to this head of damage, he suggested 
that the usual allowance for loss of personal effects should also be made. It 
appears from the evidence that claimant received £25 from the British Govern- 
ment for loss of effects, as also some allowance from the owners of the vessel 
for standing by his engines when the vessel was torpedoed. I do not consider 
that claimant is now entitled to claim for loss of personal effects but should 
receive the usual solatium payable to merchant seamen, which in his case, 
would amount to $250. (Opinion No. 3 to Interim Report.) 

On the question of personal injuries, I would recommend a payment to 
claimant of $1,500.00 thus making a total payment to him of $1,750.00, with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report.) 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Orrawa, October 13, 1932. Commissioner. 
61083—23 
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CASE 2744—ALEX KAVANAGH 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Border Knight, by enemy 
action, on November 4, 1917, 14 miles E.S.E. the Lizard, with loss of one 
life. The fact of the loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established 
by Admiralty Reports. 

The Claimant, a Canadian born, was employed aboard the vessel as a 
seaman. He has produced his discharge certificate, which bears out his state-. 
ments in this respect. In the first instance, claimant made claim for personal 
injuries sustained when the vessel was destroyed. He has, however, abandoned © 
this claim and merely seeks to recover for the loss of his personal effects and 
the usual solatium paid to seamen aboard merchant vessels. He has produced 
corroborative evidence of his presence aboard the vessel by the certificate of a 
shipmate. 

Applying the principles stated in the Opinions annexed to my Interim 
Report, and having particular regard to the observations contained in Opinion 
No. 3, I consider that claimant is entitled to an award upon the same basis 
as other seaman claimants. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. (opinion No. 4 to Interim Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 18, 1932. 


CASE 2363—J. R. KAYSER 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the steamer Argo, said to 
have been sunk by enemy action, in February, 1916, on a trip from Dover to 
Boulogne. The Admiralty Records contain the reports of three vessels of 
this name sunk by enemy action. Claimant, who declares he was a seaman 
aboard the vessel, makes claim for the loss of his personal effects. Apart from 
his unsupported statement, there is no evidence to corroborate the fact that 
he was aboard. His discharge book has not been produced. 

It moreover appears from the record that claimant first became a resident 
of Canada in 1921. For the reasons explained in Opinion No. 1 to my Interim 
Report, this Commission is without jurisdiction to entertain the claim. It is 
only in cases of persons who became resident in Canada prior to January 
10, 1920, that this Commission is empowered to deal with claims. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 18, 1932. 


CASE 2308—MRS. A. E. KNIGHT 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Hesperian, on Septem- 
ber 4, 1915, by enemy action. The fact of the loss of the vessel, in the manner 
indicated, is established by Admiralty reports and her loss has been the subject 
of numerous awards by previous Commissioners. 

Claimant, a British subject, resident in England, accompanied by her 
daughter, was on her way to Canada to join her son, and was bringing with 
her, her personal and household effects. This property was lost when the 
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vessel went down, and claimant now claims the value thereof, which is estimated 
at $1,460. It appears from documents produced at the hearing that claimant 
aud her daughter were passengers aboard the vessel. It is also in evidence 
that claimant came out to Canada to reside in October, 1920. 

As a result of these facts, this Commission is without jurisdiction to enter- 
tain the claim. For reasons which have been explained in Opinion No. 1 
annexed to my Interim Report, the date of the ratification of the Treaty of 
_ Wersailles, January 10, 1920, has been fixed as constitutive of jurisdiction. 
Claimant, while a British subject, was not resident in Canada on or previous 
tc that date. Her claim, if any, should have been presented to the British 
authorities. Cases in which a similar question has arisen (No. 1703, No. 
1704, No. 1767) have been decided in this sense. The claim, accordingly, 
fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 23, 1932. 


CASE 2376—CHARLES LILBURN 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. W. H. Dwyer, by 
enemy action in the English Channel, on August 26, 1917. The fact of the 
loss of the vessel in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty reports 
and her loss has been the subject of an award to her owners (Case 1611)... 

The claimant, a British subject, resident in Canada since 1913, was Chief 
Engineer aboard the vessel, as is shown by his discharge certificate, and letter 
from her owners. At the time of the casulaty he was in his cabin and made: 
his escape without being able to remove his personal effects. The crew took 
to the boats within 8 minutes of the torpedo striking the ship. Claimant now 
makes claim for the loss of his personal effects, which he values at the sum of 
$830.70. He also claims for loss of wages resulting from the destruction of 
the vessel, together with a sum for hotel expenses at Liverpool and Cardiff. 
These latter two items cannot be allowed. 

Claimant has proven his presence aboard and the loss of his personal 
effects. He is accordingly entitled to an award upon the same basis as other 
seamen claimants. Applying the principles stated in Opinion No. 3 to my 
Interim Report, I, accordingly, recommend payment to him of the sum of 
$700, covering loss of personal effects and solatium, with interest thereon, 


at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of pay- 
ment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 30, 1932. 


CASE 2300—E. L. LUCK (Marjorie Luck) 


The claimant, a Canadian, makes claim for the expense he has incurred. 
through the illness. of his daughter Marjorie Luck, which is attributed to: 
maltreatment and terrorization while claimant and his two daughters were 
detained as civilian prisoners in Leipsic, Germany, in 1914 and 1915. 

About 3 weeks after the outbreak of war, claimant was arrested, held in jail. 
for one day and then released on parole. Meanwhile, his two daughters, then: 
aged 6 and 4 years, the younger being Marjorie, were locked up in the house, 
but were then taken care of by a German friend, who was also instrumental in 
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obtaining claimant’s release on parole. The children’s mother had died a few 
months before the war of tubercular peritonitis. 

Claimant was compelled to move to Kemnitz and forced to report to the 
Police twice a day, at 9 a.m. and 5 p.m. His children were compelled to attend 
school by the authorities and although claimant tried to meet them in the after- 
noons, he could not do so because of his reports to the Police. The children 
were generally terrorized at school, and apparently set upon as enemies, by 
their fellow pupils. This went on from November 1914 until March 1915, when ~ 
claimant was exchanged and allowed to take his children with him. He declares — 
that these experiences terrified the two little girls, and that they cried constantly. 
When they left Germany they were “shaken, frightened of everything and I 
would say jumpy”. Susbsquently they suffered, particularly Marjorie, from 
night terrors. Aged about 18, Marjorie attempted to take up nursing but had 
to give it up. She suffered from an attack of amnesia, wandered away from the 
hospital and was found, hours later, several miles away. Finally she developed 
what has been described as dementia praecox (schizophrenia catatonia) and was 
a patient in the provincial institution at Ponoka for 8 months. It was, at first, 
thought that her condition was incurable, but suddenly, some time before the 
hearing, she made a complete recovery and has now been able to resume her 
occupation as a hair dresser in. a beauty parlour. Claimant ascribes this trouble 
te the terrorization to which the child was subjected while in Germany. A 
complete report upon the case has been obtained (with claimant’s consent) from 
Ponoka. The history of the case bears the indication that the-mother of 
claimant’s daughter suffered from epilepsy and that there may thus have been 
some predisposition to mental trouble. JI am advised, and I concur in the view, 
that it is highly improbable that the childhood experience of this young lady are 
the origin of her later condition. It seems unlikely that a child of such tender 
years could appreciate such terror as would do her lasting harm. I am of 
opinion that the origin of the malady must be sought elsewhere. 

In these circumstances it is impossible to reach a finding in claimant’s 
favour. I do not consider that he has succeeded in showing that the malady from 
which his daughter suffered was induced by or may be attributed to maltreat- 
ment by the enemy. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2512—EMILE LYNCH 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Lincolnshire, by enemy 
action off the coast of Ireland, on March 29, 1917. The fact of the loss of the 
vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty reports. 

Claimant, a Canadian, produces his discharge certificate, from which it 
appears that he was employed aboard the vessel as an able seaman. He makes 
claim for the loss of his personal effects, detailed list whereof is filed, to a total 
value of $524.85. He explains that at the time of the casualty he took to the 
boats and had no time to get any of his effects, as the vessel sank very rapidly. 

Claimant has established the necessary facts, and for reasons expressed in 
Opinion No. 3 to my Interim Report, I consider him entitled to an award for 
loss of personal effects and solatium upon the same basis as other seamen of the 
same classes. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $500.00, 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from January 10, 
1920, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ottawa, August 31, 1932. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2396—THOMAS F. McCUTCHEON 


The claimant, a Canadian, was the owner of a block of buildings at Bellevue, 
Alberta, which was destroyed by fire in the fall of 1917, when the claimant was 
serving with the forces in France. He had left the property to be administered 
by a friend, who seemingly, not only failed to account for the revenues collected 
but also allowed the insurance to lapse, with the result that claimant suffered a 
total loss. He now makes claim on the suspicion that the property was destroyed 
through enemy action. He has absolutely no evidence to offer to support this 
contention, but surmises that because the fire originated in premises occupied 
by a person said to be a German, that this fact will base a claim. It was 
pointed out to him, at the hearing, that the evidence was quite inadequate and 
the claim has not been further pressed. In the circumstances, the claim must be 
disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, October 138, 1932. 


CASE 2337—MAUD MORGAN (Minor) 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Shimosa on July 30, 1917, 
by enemy action. The fact of the loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, with 
loss of 17 lives, is established by Admiralty Reports. 

Claim is made on behalf of the above named minor (aged 17 years) by her 
srandfather, George Brown, with whom she is now living. Claimant’s father, 
Robert James Morgan, was first officer aboard the vessel and lost his life when 
she was destroyed. Claimant, then an infant, was taken care of by friends and 
finally came on to her grandfather in 1930. She was born in Newfoundland, 
which was also the home of her father and mother. The latter died at the time 
of claimant’s birth. On behalf of his minor granddaughter, George Brown, who 
is well advanced in years and incapable of furnishing claimant with adequate 
support, makes claim for the loss of claimant’s father and asks a sum to assist 
in her education and maintenance. 

The case has merit, but, unfortunately for claimant, this Commission is 
without jurisdiction to entertain the claim. On the principles stated in Opinion 
No. 1, annexed to my Interim Report, only those claimants who were resident 
in Canada, on or before January 10, 1920, date of the ratification of the Treaty 
of Versailles, are eligible for compensation in Canada. In this case, deceased 
was a resident of Newfoundland, at the time of his death, as was also his minor 
daughter, the claimant. She only came to Canada in 1930. Whatever claim she 
may have is, therefore, properly a matter for the consideration of the New- 
foundland authorities. As stated at the hearing, we are forwarding the file to 
Newfoundland, for such attention as it may there receive. Very reluctantly, I 
am compelled to disallow the claim here. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 23, 1932. 


CASE 782—H. C. 8. MORRIS 


This is an application to reopen an award made by the late Dr. Pugsley, for 
the purpose of obtaining interest beyond the date stated in the decision. It is 
contended that interest should run from the date of loss rather than from date 
of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, January 10, 1920, as allowed by 
Dr. Pugsley. 
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I am clearly of opinion that I have no authority to reopen and revise a 
decision of a previous Commissioner, whatever my views may be as to the date 
from which interest should run. The case is distinguishable from the decision in 
case No. 1211, wherein supplementary interest was allowed because of what 
appeared to have been an inadvertent omission in the original award. 

The present claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ovrawa, August 20, 1932. 


CASE 2413—T. E. MORRISON 


Claimant is a Canadian, born in British Columbia. In February, 1917, he 
joined up with the Inland Water Transport and served with Capt. Walker (case 
No. 2371) aboard the H.S. 3, as chief Engineer, when she was captured and 
destroyed by enemy submarine on September 12, 1917. Claimant held the rank 
of acting sergeant with the Royal Engineers, as is shown by his pay book, which 
was produced. With Capt. Walker, he was taken aboard the German submarine, 
kept for 22 days, landed at Cattaro, in Austria, and finally was sent as a prisoner 
to Brandenburg camp in Germany. 

Claimant has not completed the usual documents and the record consists 
merely of his testimony. He makes claim for the loss of his personal effects and 
there is also a suggestion that claim is made for personal injuries. Claimant 
suffers from sciatica and rheumatism. He is in receipt of pension, amounting to 
$17.00 per month, presumably for sciatica. There is no medical evidence of 
record and the claim for injury has not been otherwise substantiated. 

I must find, in this case, as I have in the case of Capt. Walker (2371) that 
claimant, as an enlisted man, is not entitled to claim for the loss of personal 
effects, which, at all events, were mostly of a military nature. He has not shown 
any disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. There is 
some question as to the rate of pay to which he was entitled, but this clearly is 
not a matter for this Commission. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 18, 1932. 


CASE 2315—MRS. ELIZABETH PARKER 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Shakespeare on February 
7, 1916. Claimant (since remarried) was the widow of the late C. E. Lawrence, 
an Engineer aboard the vessel, who lost his life when she went down. 

Claimant received an award from Commissioner Friel (Case No. 1161) in 
the sum of $1,200 with interest, for the loss of her husband’s life. She now 
advances the present claim, on the grounds that the allowance so made was 
inadequate. It was explained to her, at the hearing, that this Commission has 
no authority to reopen or review findings of the previous Commissioners. The 
claim as now presented has no merit and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 23, 1932. 


FURTHER REPORT 25 
CASE 2667—HARRY SORD 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Anglo-Columbian by 
enemy action on September 23, 1915, off Fastnet. The loss of the vessel, in the 
manner indicated, is established by Admiralty reports, and her loss has already 
been the subject of previous awards (Cases 1094, 1100, 1105, 1186 and 1683). 

The claimant, Canadian born, shipped aboard the Anglo-Columbian as a 
horseman. His statement that he was aboard the vessel is corroborated by the 
testimony of a shipmate, George Leduc, and while no evidence has been adduced 
from owners certifying to his presence, I am satisfied that he did serve aboard 
in the quality stated, when the vessel was lost. 

Claimant makes claim for the loss of his personal effects. In his original 
statement he also claimed for the loss of certain deeds to property and personal 
injury sustained when the vessel went down. This latter claim has not been 
made out, nor has he been successful in showing that he sustained damage 
through the loss of title deeds. J consider that claimant is entitled ito recover on 
the same basis as other seamen in the Merchant service. Applying the prin- 
ciples stated in Opinion No. 3 to my Interim Report, I would accordingly, 
recommend a payment to claimant of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 
do per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 28, 1932. 


CASE 2328—WILLIAM SUTHERLAND 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Salybia by enemy 
action, off Dungeness, in the English Channel, on March 24, 1916. The fact of 
the loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty 
reports and discharge book produced by claimant. 

Claimant, a British subject, resident in Canada since 1913, was employed 
aboard the vessel, as 3rd Mate, which fact is shown by his discharge book. At 
the time of her loss, claimant was in his cabin and escaped to the boats without 
being able to save any of his personal effects. He declares that his leg and 
hands were injured in taking to the boats, being jammed against the side of the 
vessel. He now makes claim for the loss of his effects and personal injuries in 
a total sum of $4,485.50, $1,000 whereof is for loss of earnings and personal 
injuries. Claimant files a very complete list of the personal effects which he 
had with him, but without corroboration as to the quality and value of this 
property, I cannot accept the statement in full. It was a very elaborate outfit 
for a 3rd Mate, aboard a cargo vessel. At all events, I do not consider that 
detailed evidence as to this property is required. 

Claimant should be treated upon the same basis as other merchant seamen, 
to whom awards have been made in accordance with scale set out in Opinion 
No. 3 to my Interim Report. Claimant would also be entitled to the solatium 
usually accorded in these cases. I do not find the evidence justifies a finding 
that the personal injuries, in respect of which claimant claims, have left any 
permanent disability. Claimant, very frankly, so admits in his testimony. 

Having regard to all the circumstances and to the consideration set out in 
Opinion No. 3 above referred to, I would recommend a payment ‘to claimant, as 
covering loss of personal effects and solatium, of $600 with interest thereon, at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commussioner. 


Orrawa, August 30, 1932. 
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CASE 2374—JAMES TIERNEY 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Lusitania by enemy 
action, on May 7, 1915, under circumstances which are well known. 

The claimant, a British subject, born in Scotland, but resident in Canada 
before the war, makes a claim for the loss of the lives of his wife and minor 
daughter, who were second class passengers aboard the vessel. At the hearing, 
claimant was unable to furnish any documentary evidence of their presence 
aboard. Since that time, claimant has produced letter of the Cunard Line, dated 
June 4, 1932, certifying that according to their records Mrs. Tierney and Miss 
Nina Tierney were passengers aboard the vessel and that their bodies were 
recovered and identified after the casualty, and buried at Queenstown, Ireland, 
on May 10, 1915. Claimant’s marriage certificate, as also birth certificate of 
his daughter, filed of record, establish claimant’s marriage to his deceased wife 
at Glasgow, Seotland, and the birth of their child at the same place. In addition 
to the claim for the loss of his wife and child, claimant also seeks to recover 
the value of the personal effects and cash which his wife had with her at the 
time of her death. The letter from the Cunard Company indicates that the 
recovered property was forwarded to claimant, but in subsequent letter it is 
stated that it is not possible to state exactly what property was returned to him. 
Claimant himself declares that the only thing he received was the wedding ring, 
together with the sum of £10. He places a value of $2,100 on the personal 
property lost, including some $1,000 cash, which he declares his wife had with 
her for the voyage home. On this feature of the case, there is produced affidavit 
of John C. Armstrong, who knew the deceased for many years and who appar- 
ently saw her off at New York. This witness declares that deceased had in her 
possession approximately $1,000, her jewellery, personal effects, as also those of 
the child, the whole to a total estimated value of $2,100 to $2,200. 

Claimant was in no sense dependent upon his wife. At the time of the loss 
he was earning about $30 per week and was supporting his wife and daughter. 
The money she had with her had been supplied by him and constituted her 
savings in anticipation of her voyage to her former home. It must be borne 
in mind, as is more fully explained in Opinion No. 1 to my Interim Report, 
that it is not the value of the life which is lost which forms the basis of the 
damage sustained, but it is the loss occasioned to the survivor entitled to claim. 
It is difficult to estimate the value of the deprivation of a wife’s society and, 
while it can be safely said that the mental shock and suffering to a husband 
and father who loses his wife and daughter in such a disaster as occurred, 
constitutes a ground of recovery against the wrongdoer, it is likewise difficult 
to estimate such loss. That, however, is no reason to disregard such claims. 
The evidence as to the value of the personal effects and cash lost is, perhaps, as 
definite as it could be, but I am not prepared to accept the valuations given 
at the full stated amounts. Viewing the case as a whole, and, without attempt- 
ing to allocate the damage under separate items of claim, I am disposed to 
recommend a payment to claimant of $2,000 covering damages for loss of life as 
well as loss of property, with interest upon said sum, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim 
Report.) 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, October 138, 1932. 
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CASE 1601—S. C. TIPPETT 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Missinabie, by enemy 
action on September 9, 1918. The fact of the loss of the vessel, in the manner 
indicated, is established by Admiralty Reports and her loss has been the subject 
of awards by previous Commissioners. 

The claimant, a Canadian, was a conducting officer in the Canadian forces 
and was returning from England aboard the Missinabie as a passenger. He 
claims for the loss of non-military effects a sum of $210, a detailed list 
whereof, with valuations, is included in his claim. The claim was filed with 
the previous Commissioners, but claimant did not appear to substantiate it. 
Since that time he has furnished evidence that he was a passenger aboard the 
vessel. While he has made no evidence as to the value of the effects lost, I 
am inclined to accept the statement contained in his claim covering these effects 
and the value thereof. The amount claimed does not appear to be excessive. 

I would, accordingly, recommend payment to claimant of the sum of $210, 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from September 8, 
1918, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4, Interim Report.) 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2326—R. P. TOWER 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the three-masted schooner 
Willena Gertrude, by enemy action, on July 21, 1917, off Santa Maria, Azores. 
The loss of the vessel, in the manner indicated, is established by Admiralty 
reports, and the evidence of a shipmate, August Anderson. 

Claimant, a British subject, born in Nova Scotia, makes claim for the loss 
of his personal effects and the usual solatium. His presence aboard the vessel, 
as an able seaman, is corroborated by the evidence of another member of the 
crew. The Willena Gertrude was bombed and destroyed by the enemy, the 
crew being taken aboard the submarine and later put in their boats. They 
eventually landed at Santa Maria. 

Applying the principles stated in Opinion No. 3 to my Interim Report, I 
regard claimant as entitled to an award upon the same basis as other seamen 
in the Merchant Service. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him 
of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. (Opinion No. 4 to Interim Report). 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 138, 1932. 


CASE 2312—R. G. VENN 


This claim arises out of the destruction of the ss. Lusitania on May 7, 1915, 
by enemy action, in circumstances which are well known. 

Claimant is a British subject, born in England, but resident in Canada since 
1912. He claims a sum of $4,950.00, by reason of the loss of his brother’s life 
(Harold Stanley Venn), who is alleged to have been a passenger aboard the 
Lusitania. The claim is made up of $200 passage money and currency 
advanced to deceased; $750.00 value of his effects and gifts to parents in Eng- 
land and $4,000.00 to cover abandonment of agreement. with the deceased 
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brother as to partnership in a manufacturers agency. The deceased is declared 
to have died unmarried and intestate. 

At the hearing claimant was unable to furnish any definite details of his 
claim. He was not dependent upon his brother and is in no way entitled to claim 
for his death. He was equally unable to furnish any particulars of the alleged 
partnership agreement, but, in any event, a claim based upon the non-con- 
summation of such an agreement, by reason of the death of the claimant’s 
brother, would have been too remote to merit consideration. There is no evidence, 
apart from claimant’s bare statement, as to the money advanced to his brother, | 
and even as to this claimant cannot fix the amount, nor show how it was paid, 
whether in cash or otherwise. , 

In this state of the record, it is clear that claimant has failed to make out 
a valid claim. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2371—JAMES WALKER 


Claimant is a British subject, born in Scotland, who came to reside in 
Canada in 1910. At the outbreak of war he was 46 years of age. He was living 
in Victoria and had been employed as a ship master for many years. He made 
many unsuccessful attempts to enlist but was refused because of his age. 
Finally, in January, 1917, he was taken on in Victoria by the Royal Engineers. 
(Inland Water Transport). His certificate of discharge declares his rank as 
acting Company Sergeant Major. He was sent to England, after some pre- 
liminary training at Montreal, and served with the North Sea and Channel 
Ammunition Transport. In August, 1917, he was aboard the H.S. 3, out to 
Mesopotamia from Plymouth, acting in the capacity of Chief Officer. On or 
about September 12, 1917, the vessel was captured by a German submarine and 
destroyed. Claimant, with 3 others, was taken aboard the submarine, where he 
remained for 22 days, was finally landed at Cattaro, in Austria, detained for 
a few days in a fortress, and then sent on, as a prisoner, into Germany, to 
Brandenburg camp, where he remained until repatriated to England in Decem- 
ber, 1918. He does not complain of any physical brutality whilst held a prisoner 
but declares that they were made to stand to attention for long periods and 
were not given sufficient food. Claimant now suffers from diabetes and has 
produced the certificates of Doctors E. M. Pease and G. L. Hodgins certifying 
to this condition. Dr. Hodgins declares that, in his opinion, this malady has: 
existed since the time of claimant’s service. 

Claimant has not completed the usual documents and was quite frank in: 
declaring that he did not know whether he was entitled to claim. The claim, 
if any, would be for loss of personal effects and disability. 

After very careful consideration of the record, I have reached the conclusion 
that claimant has no claim for reparations. As an enlisted man, he was a 
member of the British forces, and cannot qualify as a civilian seaman claimant. 
He was captured whilst engaged in warlike operations and cannot claim for 
loss of effects. While held captive in Germany he does not appear to have been 
subjected to maltreatment and I do not consider that the record justifies a 
finding that his present condition is attributable to maltreatment. Such claim, 
if any, would be a matter for the consideration of the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. With great regret, I am, accordingly, bound to disallow the claim, 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commuassioner. 
Ottawa, October 13, 1932. 
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2468 
2307 
2618 
2341 
2659 
2552 
2615 
2400 
2464 
2586 
2619 
2411 
2034 
2465 
2672 
2230 
2668 
2498 
2264 
2229 
2302 
2380 
2476 
2367 
2159 
2281 
2441 
2560 
2485 
2459 
2519 
2518 
2587 
2542 
1951 
2629 
2567 
2347 
2530 
2052 
2460 
2437 
2556 
1960 
2624 
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SCHEDULE OF DISALLOWED MILITARY CLAIMS 


Name of Claimant 


Adcock, Ernest Leonard 
Alexander, Major George McKay 
Anderson, James Andrew 
Amstrong, Frederick James 
Ashbourne, Bertram Noel 
Baker, Charles William 
Baker, Capt. Richard P. 
Ball, Fraser C. 

Barley, Samuel James 
Barnes, John William 
Bartley, A. E. 

Batchelor, Herbert, 
Beddoe, Allan B. 


Bellew, Captain Edward Donald, V.C. 


Bellinger, S. H. 

Bishop, Albert 
Blackburn, R. G. 
Blacklock, Alexander 
Boreham, Frank J. 
Bowden, William 
Bowers, Thomas 

Boyce, George F. 
Bradshaw, Blake 
Bridger, Gerard 

Brisbin, Capt. Harold Vincent 
Buffalo, (Bedford) Charles 
Bumpstead, Reginald 
Bunyan, Harry 

Burgess, Arthur Robin 
Caldwell, Robert 
Cameron, John Frederick 
Cannon, Arthur Edwin 
Carr, Arthur H. 
Chadwick, John B. 
Clark, Frederick 

Clark, William Henry 
Collins, William Robert 
Connon, Stanley Alfred 
Conroy, Jeremiah 

Cooke, John William 
Coomber, William 
Cooper, John George William 
Coover, George Walker 
Corrie, Major R. 
Cowan, Neil Martin 
Crawford, William 
Crowe, B.F. 

Cully, Thomas 
Cunningham, Edward 
De Hart, L. 

Dent, Robert Everett 
Dickson, John Charles 
Drummond, Charlton Mayo 
Ducie, Peter Joseph 
Duguid, William George 
Edwards, Bernard 

Ellis, Charles Henry 
Evans, John 

Faulkner, Clark 

Fellows, H.V. 
Finnimore, John William 
Fogarty, John Henry 
Forbes, George Thomas 
Foster, Wiliam Andrew 
Foyster, Kenneth 
Freeman, H.G. 


Case No. 


2588 
2440 
2489 
2422 
2486 
2231 
1932 
2589 
2479 
2297 
2462 
2520 
2592 
2674 
2463 
2174 
2626 
2990 
2394 
2143 
1988 
2500 
2373 
2423 
1982 
2058 
2236 
2457 
2288 
2284 
2153 
2521 
2484 
2502 
2392 
2279 
2280 
2494 
2290 
2303 
2575 
2574 
2545 
2172 
2490 
2665 
2001 
2381 
2474 
2420 
2482 
2451 
2522 
2613 
2296 
2594 
1969 
2428 
2488 
1962 
2438 
1991 
2245 
1996 
2273 
2078 


Name of Claimant 


Frizell, Charles Henry 
Fulford, James Thomas 
Garrett, Beverly N. 
Gibson, William Henry 
Gilbert, 8S. J. 

Gillespie, Milo John 
Godard, John 8. 

Gold, Frank Stewart 
Gray, William 
Greenwood, Ralph 
Hammond, John 

Hanley, Walter Thomas 
Harvey, John Cyril 
Harvey, Capt. John B.B.De M. 
Hayward, Ernest 
Hayward, I.J.C.N. 
Heidman, Harry 

Hendry, Thomas Prescott 
Hibberd, Arthur 

Hickey, Thomas James 
Hicks, C.D. 

Hicks, Francis G. 
Hipkin, Albert Edward 
Hockley, Charles 

Hogan, John C, 

Holmes, Alfred 

Hughes, J. H. 

Hughes, Wilfrid Harvey 
Hunt, Robert Frederick Carew 
Hurrell, Edward 
Hutchison, Robert 
Ingham, Joseph 

Irving, George 

James, Harry H. 

Jarvis, John Hustace, M.C. 
Jaynes, John Neville 
Jaynes, Percy C. 

Jellett, Ewen MacNider 
Jervis, Mrs. Nellie 

Jodoin, Arthur 

Johnston, Harry Alexander 
Jones, David John 

Jones, Harry 

Jones, Henry Joseph 
Jones, Robert 

Jones, Thomas Albert 
Judge, George E. 

Kane, Lawrence J. 
Kearney, Hubert Richard 
Keliard, James 

Kidd, D. 

King, John P. 

Kingsland, Walter R. 
Kirby, William 

Lacey, James Hilliard F. 
Lamerton, Alfred Frank 
Lavine, Gilbert William 
Lawrence, Harold 

Lee, Maurice 

Leigh, Richard 

Lever, Reuben Angelo 
Lockwood, Harry B. 
Lumsden, Arthur Carr 
MacCharles, M. D. 
MacDonald, Leroy 
MacFarlane, George R. E. 
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Case No. Name of Claimant Case No. Name of Claimant 
2019 Maclver, Roderick 2724 Ross, Angus 
2660 Madden, Patrick Joseph 2425 Russell, Francis Edward 
2298 Marr, James MacFarlane 2609 Rutherford, James Williamson 
2682 McCarthy, John Thomas 2292 Sangster, Philip K. 
2081 McCluskey, Albert 2598 Scott, John Duncan 
2505 McConeghy, John Wesley 2291 Simmons, Mervin Cecil 
2523 McConnell, Charles 2429 Simpson, Henry W. 
2151 McGillivray, J. A. 2235 Sinclair, Alexander 
2141 McIntyre, Lawrence 2417 Sinclair, Horace Victor 
2154 McIntyre, Pte. 2276 Sinclair, William 
2471 McKay, A. 2458 Siviter, Thomas 
2553 McKee, Robert 2504 Smith, John Robert 
2342 McKee, William John 2477. Smith, Major Fred 
ml ani ss age eh oral 2287 Smith, W. E. 
2473 cNichol, Alexander Inglis 2410 Spademan, George 
2620 Mead, Frederick Walter 2406 Set Charles Thomas 
2310 Mellor, Charles Henry 2597 Stanley, Sydney L. 
2503 Menard, Raphael 2581 Stewart, Charles 
2399 Merry, Daniel, B. 9954 Stokes. Cl. P: 
2175 Messenger, Wm. 2548 Stone, B. GC. 
2621 Miller, John Rolland 2539 Strumble, William Henry 
2339 Mills, Charles E. 2421 Sutherland, William Allan 
2432 Mitchell, Albert Edward 2156 Swartz, John 
2627 Mitchell, Robert N. 2492 Symonds, Spencer Rupert 
2383 Mitten, Robert Charles 2467 Taylor, Archibald 
2595 Morris, George Thomas 2663 Taylor, Edgar 
2630 Mott, Frederick Lionel 9455 Taylor, Wicamnicork : 
2516 Moulton, Richard 2128 Taylor, James Henry 
2487 Munday, Stanley 2403 Taylor, Louis George 


2398 Munro, Alexander ee 17: 
2233 Murray, Samuel John ks Be eR ee A 
2354 Neil, Thomas neler : 


2237 Thompson, T. C. 
2664 Nicholson, Andrew : : ae 
2348 Nicol, Robert 2469 Tison, Maurice 


2084 Nimmo, James s 2537 Tomalin, Robert H. 

2355 Norris, Benjamin 2397 Trevena, John 

2491 Orr, Archie 2375 Turrell, John Henry 

2358 Paice, Ernest William 2623 Vath, Gerald | ety 
2434 Palmer. John 2309 Wadlow, Arthur George Edwar 
SeERPerowiich Wid. 2424 Wakefield, Percival Richard 
2596 Peters, eee irc 2404 Walker, Lawrence H. 

2628 Plaster, William Joseph 2330 Watson, George 

1931 Pope, Arthur D. 2436 Watt, Elmo Wesley 

2393 Potentier, Albert 2600 Webb, Charles McGhnn | 
9452 Potts. William 2111 Wedgewood, Stanley McBride 
2334 Price, Harold 2495 White, Reginald R. 

2335. Pyle. A. 2601 Whitworth, George 

2563 Racey, B. R. 2157 Wilkie, James 

2345 Ramsay, D. 1930 Wilkie, James Longmure 
2346 Raper, Alfred Frederick 2208 Williams, Albert 

2304 Reed, William Frederick 2285 Wilson, E. W. 

2514 Regan, Vaughan, S. 2525 Wink, James 

2416 Rennie. Donald 2158 Witton, Robert 

2472 Rew, Frederick Herbert 2478 Wixon, Harry 

2622 Riley, Harold 2418 Wrigley, Hedley A 

2559 Robert, Joseph 2466 Zapfe, Ambrose Karl 
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CASE 2351—ERNEST LEONARD ADCOCK 


Claimant was a Private in the R/C.R. Regimental No. 47705. He enlisted 
in August 1915 at the age of 20 years. His attestation paper indicates that he 
was 24 years of age. He was taken prisoner October 8, 1916, oni the Somme, 
slightly wounded in the foot with shrapnel, and was repatriated to England 
November 30, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married before 
going overseas, in April, 1915, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a locomotive fireman, earning $95.00 per month, and is now doing 
similar work and although he has become an engineer, he is still employed at 
firing, at $1,900 per year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, forced 
labour in the coal mines and injuries received to two fingers of the left hand and 
to his right foot. Says he also strained himself doing heavy lifting. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Cambrai, followed by Dulmen. His only com- 
plaint is as to the lack of food. He was then sent to the coal mines at Bochum 
where he remained until repatriated. The work was hard, but he does not 
appear to have been brutalized by the guards. He was made to stand to attention 
for long hours for refusing, with others, to work, because their parcels were held 
up. From heavy lifting, claimant declares that he developed a hernia which still 
gives him some trouble. He also met with a minor accident to his fingers, for 
which he received fair medical treatment. Upon another occasion his foot was 
injured when a cog wheel fell on it. He was in hospital for 90 days with this 
injury and has no complaints as to his treatment. As a result of these experi- 
ences, claimant complains that his back, the hernia and that his foot troubles 
him, the back being the worst disablement. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has sustained crushing injuries 
to the ring and middle fingers of his left hand, injuries to right foot and suffers 
from an unabsorbed haematoma left breast. He is declared to be not incapa- 
citated. Dr. O. E. Kennedy, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before 
the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. Upon 
discharge from the service, his medical examination declares “all systems nor- 
mal.” 

In this state of the record, I am unable to find that claimant has suffered 
any disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner. He appears to 
have come through his experiences remarkably well. Huis recourse, if any, will 
be before the Board of Pension Commissioners. I am not unmindful that claim- 
ant served time in the Coal mines, but his account of his treatment does not dis- 
close any maltreatment. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Otrawa, August 11, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2475—MAJOR GEORGE McK. ALEXANDER 


* Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his Attorneys. The usual claim forms have not been completed, but it would 
appear from his military files that Claimant enlisted on the 22nd September 
1914, was taken prisoner April 30, 1915, and repatriated to England on the 18th 
November 1918. Under date of March 8, 1932, his Attorneys advised that the 
claim was withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 9, 1932. 
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CASE 2570—JAMES ANDREW ANDERSON 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R. Regimental No. 111006. He 
enlisted March 12, 1915, at the age of 18 years, and was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, at Mount Sorrel, unwounded but suffering from shell shock. He was 
released to Holland in October, 1918, and repatriated to England November 19 
of that year. He is not in receipt of pension, was married April 26, 1923, and 
has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was an office boy, earning $6 per week, 
and is now a salesman, earning about $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, labour in coal 
mines, solitary confinement for attempts to escape, and an injury to his hip in 
an accidental fall, while working in a lumber factory. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant has not completed the usual forms of statement of claim, although 
he was advised at the hearing that these must be completed and forwarded. 
From his testimony, it appears that he was first taken to Passchendale, thence 
to Dulmen, where he complains only of the food and punishment parades for 
breaches of discipline. Sent to Dortmund, he was given 14 days cells for refusal 
to work, and then found himself in Friedrichsfeld Camp, followed by Cassel. 
He again complains of the food and speaks of his treatment on a farm as fair. 
Sent to Lindford, in the coal mines, he complains of starvation and general abuse. 
He attempted to escape and was given 28 days cells, which was followed by a 
further experience in the coal mines at Oberhausen. His head was injured in an 
accident, but his main complaint is as to the food and punishment parades. He 
speaks well of the medical treatment given him for earaches. Removed to 
Hamm, employed in the lumber yards, claimant has no complaints. As a result 
of these experiences, claimant complains of the condition of his stomach and 
rheumatism. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of 
a physician. Claimant’s medical history files contain nothing unusual, no 
disability being shown. 

In this state of the record, it is manifestly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. There is no medical evidence establishing a present disability 
resulting from maltreatment, and the mere general statement by claimant that 
his stomach condition is not good is not sufficient to justify an award. Claimant 
has failed to make out a case, and the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 30, 1932. 


CASE 2573—-FREDERICK JAMES ARMSTRONG 


Claimant was a private in the 15th Battalion,—Regimental No. 27035. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 28 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from shrapnel wounds in 
the right leg and back and from gas. He was repatriated to England December 
30, 1918. He is in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to $30 
per month, based on chronic bronchitis and emphysema, gunshot wounds in the 
leg and back and psycho-neurosis. He was married July 5, 1920, and has four 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed with the bridge building depart- 
ment of the Canadian Northern Railway, earning about $5 per day. Since dis- 
charge he was employed for a time as linesman with the Canadian National 
Railway, at 50 cents an hour. Tried various jobs but had to spend much time 
in hospital due to his health. Has had no steady employment since September, 
1930. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been tied 
up to trees because he was a volunteer and his wounded back kept raw for a 
year due to inadequate dressings. Given solitary confinement for refusal to 
work on munitions, exposed to bad weather with insufficient food and inadequate 
clothing. | 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

At Paderborn hospital, where claimant was first taken, he has no complaints. 
Sent to Sennelager, claimant was not compelled to work, but complains that his 
wounds were not properly treated and that he was punished by being tied to 
trees, for the reason that he was a volunteer soldier. His back remained raw 
for a year and he protests vigorously of being starved. He was transferred to 
Munster No. 1, and sent out to work at Krupps munition factory. For refusing 
to do this work he was beaten and punished and at Hamelburg (sic) was given 
3 months cells for a similar refusal to work. He also declares that he was 
beaten and knocked down because he was too weak, through under-nourishment, 
to do the work required of him. Claimant was sent to a farm, where he was 
abused by a guard, but does not complain of the general treatment there. He 
now suffers from his nerves, stomach and has a bronchial condition. si 

The medical evidence, consisting in two letters from Dr. K. A. Denholm, 
indicates that claimant suffers from bronchitis, myalgia, and a psycho-neurotic 
condition, the latter of which is getting worse. Claimant’s medical history files 
show the conditions noted, but his statement made upon repatriation refers chiefly 
to brutality to other prisoners. 

This is purely a pension claim, Claimant was roughly treated, as were most 
prisoners, and suffered from lack of food and such medical care as he might 
have received in a non-military hospital. On the whole, however, his treatment 
was general and I do not consider that he has established that any present 
disability results from maltreatment whilst he was held a prisoner. The claim » 
fails and must be disallowed. | 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, October 7, 1932. . 


CASE 2419—BERTRAM NOEL ASHBOURNE 


_ The claimant was a private in the 3rd Battalion,—Regimental No. 9171. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 17 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a bullet wound 
in the left leg and a touch of gas. He was repatriated to England December 
27,1918. He is not in receipt of pension but has an application pending before 
the Board. He was married November 27, 1925, and has one child. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a clerk with the Canadian National Railways, 
at $40 per month, and since discharge he resumed this occupation and now earns 
$140 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being made to work 
while his wounded leg was troublesome. Received a kick in the stomach which, 
together with bad food, resulted in ulcers. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at or attached to Giessen, Lichten- 
horst, Hadensdorf and Saltau camps. From nine months to a year at Giessen, 
the first two whereof he spent in hospital, claimant was beaten for not doing 


sufficient work. The work was heavy at Lichtenhorst, cutting heather, and 
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claimant was beaten for minor infractions of discipline. He complains chiefly 
of Hadensdorf camp, where he was employed dredging a river. The exposure 
and lack of food affected claimant’s health. He was also beaten and knocked 
unconscious by the guards for failing to do the work required of him. Kicked 
in the stomach, claimant attributes a stomach complaint to this treatment and 
lack of proper food. He also complains of his nerves. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from_neurasthenia, 
chronic gastritis, chronic colitis with possible duodenal ulcers. His percentage 
of disability is stated at 25 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in 
the general labour market. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission, although his presence was requested 
and counsel for claimant declared he would be brought as a witness. Claimant’s 
medical history files refer to some nervousness but there is no mention of any 
gastric condition, which is, however, the basis of pension application. 

The medical evidence in this case is entirely unsatisfactory. The certificate 
filed is general and it does not appear clearly how the diagnosis could have 
been made, without a more complete examination. Claimant has not established 
maltreatment while a prisoner, with resultant disability, such as would entitle 
him to an award. I regard the case as one entirely for the consideration of 
the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be dis- 
allowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 29, 1932. 


CASE 2497—CHARLES WILLIAM BAKER 


Claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion,—Regimental No. 24224. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 32 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound in the 
hip and gas. He was released in August 1916 to Switzerland, and reached 
England September 11, 1917. He is in receipt of a 40 per cent disability pen- 
sion, amounting to $46 per month, based on his hip wound, bronchitis, osteo- 
myelitis, arthritis and heart trouble. He was married at the time of enlistment 
and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a stationary engi- 
neer, at about $22 per week, and is now a caretaker, earning $90 per month. 

‘He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains, in a statement made 
upon repatriation, of lack of proper medical attention to his wound upon cap- 
ture, although quite well treated after he reached hospital. Operations were per- 
formed without an anaesthetic, otherwise the statement seems to indicate that he 
received good treatment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant complains of the delay in attending his wounds, which were not 
dressed until he reached Paderborn hospital, 5 days after capture, though he 
passed through a dressing station at Roulers. At Paderborn he received medical 
attention, was operated upon for his wounds, and (in statement made upon 
repatriation) expresses himself as perfectly satisfied with the treatment received 
in hospital. In his testimony he does not make this admission. Upon discharge 
from hospital he remained in Sennelager (adjoining Paderborn hospital) for 
several months until sent on to Mannheim for transfer to Switzerland. He 
complains of the food and says the treatment was “terrible,” though in state- 
ment made on repatriation he says “I have no complaints of my general treat- 
ment and did not notice any cruelty to other prisoners.” In his testimony he 
complains of exposure, standing to attention in all kinds of weather and blows 
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from rifle butts. To the exposure, he attributes his present weakened chest con- 
dition. The bronchitis has turned to asthma and his heart is affected. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “G.S.W. right 
hip, chro. bronchitis, osteomyelitis, rheumatoid-arthritis and V.D.H.,” which are 
said to have been incurred during service. His percentage of disability is stated 
at from 10 per cent to 40 per cent. Dr. L. Robert, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files are 
particularly complete and contain a full record of his case. Apart from his 
wounds, there is reference to bronchitis said to be due to exposure to wet and 
cold while in Germany. 

I regard this case as one purely for the consideration of the Board of Pen- 
sion Commissioners. Claimant has not shown any aggravation of his disability 
through lack of proper medical attention, nor do I consider that it can be said 
that there was any maltreatment inducing his remaining disabilities. The mere 
fact of being exposed to general conditions of camp life cannot be so regarded. 
On the whole, I am of opinion that claimant has failed to discharge the burden 
of showing a present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of 
war. The claim, accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 30, 1932. 


CASE 2704—FRASER C. BALL 


Claimant was a private in the 75th Battalion,—Regimental No. 657023. He 
enlisted February 26, 1916, at the age of 18 years, and was taken prisoner August 
15, 1917, at Lenz, suffering from shell shock and concussion. He was repatriated 
to England on or about November 18, 1918. He is in receipt of a 5 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $5.75 per month, based on varicose veins left 
leg. He was married on March 21, 1921, and has one child aged 10 years. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a pressman with Canadian Explosives Limited, earning 
$19 per week, and since his discharge has had various occupations, being now 
employed as a bridge tender on the Rideau Canal, at a salary of $74 per month 
for 7 months of the year. . 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of brutal punishment, 
knocked down and kicked with resultant injury to his nervous system. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Douai, via Lenz. He worked for two months 
demolishing locomotives and complains of exposure, heavy labour, inadequate 
food and filthy living conditions. Removed to Dulmen, he was beaten and 
kicked for stepping out of line because he misunderstood the order given. He 
was sent to a coal mine at Gladebeck, employed at firing boilers, on the surface. 
Poor food and general abuse constituted his complaints at this camp. He 
developed flu in March 1918 and was forced to work notwithstanding his con- 
dition. As a result of these experiences, claimant complains of his nerves and 
sleeplessness. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from nervousness and 
is at times unable to sleep. His percentage of disability is stated at 80 per cent. 
Dr. F. $8. Young, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medical history files show the condition of varicose veins 
for which he is in receipt of pension. This condition was, however, present 
before capture, and he was operated upon therefor, after discharge, in Toronto. 
The condition was not noted upon his medical examination at time of discharge, 
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an entry appearing in the form as follows: —* He has no signs of hernia, piles, 
varicose veins, varicocele or goitre.” 

In this state of the record it is ldachs impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. The leg condition, from which he suffers cannot be ascribed 
to maltreatment, nor do I think that his nervousness, which is quite general, can 
be connected with his treatment whilst a prisoner, except in a very general man- 
ner. The medical evidence of its existence is so vague that I am unable to deter- 
mine how it affects claimant and what degree of disability it imports. On the 
whole, claimant has failed to discharge the burden of showing a present dis- 
ability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner. The claim, accordingly, 
fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 20, 1932.. 


CASE 2430—SAMUEL JAMES BARLEY 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113073. He 
enlisted in January, 1915, at the age of 29 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, suffering from shrapnel wounds in the left hand and arm, and 
was repatriated to England December 14, 1918. He is now in receipt of a 20 
per cent pension, amounting to $20 per month, based on bronchitis and 
emphysema also arterio sclerosis and hypertension. He was married in April, 
1930, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a sales- 
man on commission, earning about $30 per week. He is still employed as a 
salesman, averaging from $20 to $30 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of chronic bronchitis 
and rheumatism brought on by exposure, insufficient food and hard labour. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp where he remained from 9 months to 
a year. His only complaint is as to the bad food. Sent out to a stone quarry, 
he was there until the Armistice. He complains chiefly of general conditions 
of exposure, work and bad food, as a result of which he has contracted bron- 
chitis and suffers from rheumatism. He declares that he received no brutal 
treatment himself, but was punished, with others, by being made to stand 
facing a wall and, on one occasion, he was made to stand on the brink of a 
quarry for 6 hours. He complains also that his eyesight has become impaired. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from nervousness, 
rheumatism, bronchitis and impaired vision. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 25 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour 
market. Dr. H. Waddington, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show that he suffers 
from numerous colds and a persistent cough. 

Claimant’s present debilitated condition must, I think, be ascribed to general 
conditions of camp life in Germany, and not to any active maltreatment at the 
hands of his captors. As explained in general Opinion annexed to my earlier 
report upon maltreatment cases, a claimant must show the connection between 
a present disability and maltreatment. This, I consider, claimant has failed 
to do. His claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 7, 1932. 
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CASE 2331—JOHN WILLIAM BARNES 


The claimant was a Private in the 75th Battalion—Regimental No. 657034. 
He enlisted January 31, 1916, at the age of 23 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 9, 1917, suffering from gunshot wound in the left side. He was repatri- 
ated to England December 22, 1918. He is in receipt of a 25 per cent dis- 
ability pension, amounting to $32.50 per month, based on the wound in his 
chest resulting in bronchitis. He was married June 4, 1919, and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a painter, earning $15 per 
week, and since discharge he has been unable to follow his trade steadily, but 
earns 65 cents per hour while working at it. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that for refusing to 
work at unloading shells he was struck across the shoulder with a bayonet and 
smashed in the ear by a blow with a fist. His shoulder injury affects him in 
that he cannot carry on successfully as a painter. He also complains of star- 
vation, long hours of labour, inadequate clothing and being made to wear 
wooden shoes. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Douai, followed by Osanabruck, where he was 
in hospital for some weeks, and declares himself satisfied with the treatment 
accorded him. Discharged before his wound was healed, he was sent to Hamelin 
camp, where he was ill but was, nevertheless, sent out to work at Vienenburg 
(sic) packing steel ties. The work was heavy and the food bad. In addition, 
claimant speaks of a beating received from a guard followed by another incident, 
when he was hit over the shoulders with the flat of a bayonet, beaten and kicked 
doing injury to his ear. It appears that claimant had trouble with his ears 
before capture and it is doubtful whether there was any aggravation of the 
disability while he was a prisoner. He now complains of pain in right shoulder, 
defective hearing and neurasthenia. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from severe neuritis 
of shoulder which has persisted in spite of all treatment. His hearing is defec- 
tive. Dr. W. G. Russell, who certifies to the foregoing, also appeared before 
the Commission. He appears to regard the shoulder condition as of traumatic 
origin, declaring it to be an injury to the nerve supply. He cannot say much 
as to the ear condition, but lays stress on the fact that claimant’s nervous 
system has been greatly affected. Claimant’s medical history files refer to gun- 
shot wound in chest, resulting in bronchitis, without reference to any other 
disability. 

At the hearing I was in considerable doubt as to whether claimant had been 
injured in the manner stated and whether he was in fact disabled to the extent 
stated (60 per cent). I have read the record carefully and the impression 
persists that the evidence of maltreatment is not convincing. It is also borne 
in upon me that the disability is not as great as claimed. Viewing all the 
circumstances, I am of opinion that the Board of Pension Commissioners 1s 
the proper forum for the claimant to advance his claim. I hold that he has 
failed to make out a case of present disability resulting from maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


HRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 


Orrawa, September 28, 1932. 
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CASE 2282—A. E. BARTLEY 


Notice of claim was received from the above named on or about January 
21, 1931. The usual claim forms were sent him, but have never been returned. 
Claimant, from his military files, appears to have enlisted on March 29, 1915, 
was taken prisoner on June 2, 1916, suffering from shell shock, was repatriated 
to England December 27, 1918, and discharged on March 21, 1919. His medical 
files indicate “ all systems normal on discharge.” 

Claimant has not appeared before the Commission although duly notified 
so to do, and the claim must, accordingly, be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2274—HERBERT BATCHELOR 


The claimant was a private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 77930. 
He enlisted January 13, 1915, at the age of 34 years, but had enlisted with the 
Canadian Naval Forces before the declaration of war in August, 1914. He was 
taken prisoner June 2, 1916, at Sanctuary Wood, unwounded. He escaped to 
Holland April 19, 1917, and reached England May 3 of that year. He is not 
in receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a seaman at $20 per month and found, and since discharge, was employed 
as a rigger and is now a night watchman, receiving $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the poor food and 
general living conditions in Germany. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about ten months, when he escaped 
to Holland. His period of captivity was spent at Dulmen and Minden camps. 
He complains of no brutality. The record is particularly complete, claimant 
having made a very full statement upon repatriation. As to Dulmen, he says: 
“T have nothing to complain of with regard to the general treatment at this 
camp, with the exception of the food . . . .” At Minden, he declares: 
“The general treatment was not so bad. It was rather worse than at Dulmen 
although personally I have no complaint to make of ill-treatment.” Claimant 
admits, in his evidence, that he suffers no particular disability as a result of 
his experiences whilst a prisoner. 

Claimant makes claim for the cost of his transportation home, which he 
was compelled to pay personally. It appears that upon his return’ to England 
he enlisted with the Imperials and, upon discharge, could not obtain passage 
from the Canadian authorities. This portion of his claim, clearly, does not fall 
within the scope of the activities of this Commission. 

Claimant makes no claim for disability due to maltreatment, except to state 
in a general way that, he is not the man he was. There is no medical evidence 
showing disability, and, in fact, the record does not disclose maltreatment whilst 
a prisoner. The mere fact of being held a prisoner does not entitle a claimant 
to reparation. He must show not only maltreatment, but also disability result- 
ing therefrom. In the absence of any such proof it is obviously impossible to 
reach a finding in claimant’s favour. The claim must, accordingly, be dis- 
allowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OTTAWA, September 7, 1982. 
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CASE 2014—ALLAN B. BEDDOE 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, from which 
it appears that he enlisted on September 22, 1914, and was taken prisoner on 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres. Claimant has not completed the 
usual claim forms, nor did he appear before the Commission. In response to a 
request that he execute and forward questionnaire, claimant replied that he did 
not care to press his claim. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed for want of 
prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 17, 1982. 


CASE 2249—CAPTAIN EDWARD DONALD BELLEW, V.C. 


The claimant was a Lieutenant in the 7th Battalion. He enlisted in 
August, 1914, at the age of 31 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, 
during the second battle of Ypres, wounded in the left leg and gassed. He was 
exchanged to Switzerland in December, 1917, and repatriated to England Decem- 
ber 10, 1918. He was originally in receipt of a 100 per cent pension, amounting 
to $75 per month, but this has been reduced to 15 per cent, yielding $15 per 
month. The pension was based on neurasthenia, bronchitis and the leg wound. 
He was married at the time of enlistment but has no children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed in the Government service as instrument man with the 
Public Works Department, at a salary of $104 per month, and since discharge 
he has engaged in ranching, prospecting and guiding hunting parties. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of loss of effects and cash 
to the value of $583.90, and mental strain and ill-treatment, resulting in com- 
plete nervous breakdown. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

The claim as put forward by claimant in the documents filed was merely for 
the value of property lost and cash taken from him. At the hearing, however, 
ne also made claim for injury to his health due to maltreatment. The evidence 
as to the loss of personal effects and cash is too indefinite to permit of assessment, 
nor has any corroboration been furnished of the loss of such property. In the 
absence of such corroboration all claims of this nature have been disallowed. 
Claimant was a prisoner at Bischofswerda for about 2 years. He has no com- 
plaint as to his treatment here. It should be mentioned that shortly after capture 
claimant was court-martialled on the ground that he had maintained fire of his 
machine guns, notwithstanding a flag of truce. Found guilty and sentenced to 
die by the Court of Enquiry, he was later acquitted by standing court-martial. 
Removed to Crefeld camp, and later to Schwanstadt, he has no complaint as to 
the former, but is very bitter in his denunciation of conditions and treatment at 
the latter. The food was uneatable and the accommodation unbearable. Claim- 
ant also spent time at Strohenmoor and Holzminden, at the latter of which the 
infamous Nemeyer was Commandant. He speaks of confinement to cells for 
minor infractions of discipline and general rough treatment. Finally sent to 
Trieberg, claimant was transferred to Switzerland, after a nervous breakdown. 
His mental condition at this time, he declares, was very bad. This he attributes 
to the mental strain and privation of his period of captivity. | 

No medical evidence, other than that contained in claimant’s medical docu- 
ments has been produced. There is no record of his present state of health or 
lisability resulting from his experiences in Germany. The medical history files 
show that claimant suffered from neurasthenia, bronchitis and sciatic neuritis 
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(under consideration), but no statement later in date than 1919 appears of 
record. 

In this state of the record, I am unable to reach a finding in claimant’s 
favour. The claim for loss of personal effects and cash has already been dealt 
with. In statement addressed by claimant to the Secretary of State for War, 
from Switzerland, dated February 5, 1918, the only mention of this property is 
as to a camera which claimant did not receive at Crefeld. On the issue of injury 
to health, claimant has not established a permanent disability resulting from 
maltreatment. The medical evidence is entirely lacking, and I cannot mfer from 
his statement of his condition when exchanged to Switzerland, that he is now 
physically incapacitated. His claim seems to me to be one for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, 
it must be disallowed. 3 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
é Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 14, 1932. 


CASE 2023—S. H. BELLINGER 


| ~The claimant was an Imperial! soldier—Regimental No. 41808. Notice of 
claim was filed on his behalf by his solicitors. No statement of claim had been 
completed nor are there any documents of record furnishing particulars of the 
claim. : 
The claim was withdrawn by letter from the claimant’s solicitors dated 
August 17, 1931. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2608—ALBERT BISHOP 


_ Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant in March, 1932, 
and the usual claim forms were sent him but have never been returned com- 
pleted. It appears from his military files that he enlisted in August 1914, was 
taken prisoner April 24, 1915, and repatriated to England in December, 1918, 
Claimant was notified to appear at the sessions of the Commission held in Boston 
on May 31, 1932, but failed to present himself, and his default has remained 
unexplained. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2395—R. G. BLACKBURN 


_ Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant. The usual 
forms have been completed, from which it appears that he enlisted with the 15th 
Battalion,—Regimental No. 46457, was captured on April 24, 1915, and repatri- 
ated to England in November, 1919. He complains of rough treatment, insuffi- 
cient food and inadequate clothing with resultant damage to his nervous system, 
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manifested by confirmed depression. Claimant was notified to appear before 
the Commission at its Montreal sessions, on May 23, 1932, but failed to present 
himself and default was duly entered. The claim, therefore, fails for want of 
prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


ve Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 31, 19382. 


CASE 2361—ALEXANDER BLACKLOCK 


_ The claimant was a sapper in the Second Tunnelling Company,—Regimen- 
tal number 503454. He enlisted on January 12, 1916, at the age of 28 years. 
He was taken prisoner June 8, 1916, unwounded, and escaped from Germany 
in October, 1917. He is not in receipt of pension. No information as to his 
earnings previous to or since the war has been furnished. He was a mine boss 
before enlistment and engaged in farming after discharge. 

Claimant did not appear before the Commission and advised that he was 
unable to do so. He confines his claim to loss of wages during the time he was 
compelled to work for the enemy, and alleges generally that his health was 
injuriously affected. The record contains a full statement made by claimant 
upon repatriation recounting his experiences whilst a prisoner. He was not 
subjected to any serious brutality and his complaints are general, stressing 
starvation and hard work. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical history files reveal nothing unusual, all systems 
being declared normal upon discharge from the service. 

In this state of the record it is not possible to reach the conclusion that 
claimant has sustained any disability resulting from his experiences as a prisoner 
of war. That he was in comparatively good condition is evidenced by the fact 
that he made four attempts to escape, the fourth whereof was successful. Claim- 
ant has failed to establish the necessary elements to entitle him to an award. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 12, 1932. 


CASE 2427—FRANK J. BOREHAM 


The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental number 
46809. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 22, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffermmg from a 
slight shrapnel wound in the foot and a touch of gas. He was repatriated to 
England January 7, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married 
October 15, 1928, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a millwright earning about $15 per week and is now a hydraulic operator, 
earning $18 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subject to mal-treatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings with rifle 
butts, being tied to posts for two hour periods on two occasions, in the winter 
time. Received a blow in the spine, was beaten by two guards causing injury 
to his shoulder and back, and was struck with an axe cutting a gash in his leg. 
The usual starvation and inadequate clothing is also complained of. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where he remained for about 
10 months. He complains of a beating by a guard, but does not attribute any 
disability thereto. Sent to Lichtenhorst, via Saltau, claimant has no complaint 
as to his treatment at this camp. At Bohmte, where he spent a winter, he 
complains of being tied to a post, after a days work digging canals, for no 
apparent reason and to have suffered from exposure. From Bohmte, he was 
sent to a farm for the remainder of his captivity. Conditions were fairly good. 
but he complains of two incidents. He was cut in the leg by an axe thrown 
by a German youth. This injury has left no disability. On another occasion, 
apparently during a scuffle with guards, he was struck on the back of the neck 
with a wooden clog and knocked unconscious. He complains that this injury 
has left him with a permanent disability and that he still suffers pain in the 
neck and shoulders. His claim is based upon the disability so caused. 

The medical evidence, consisting in the affidavit of Dr. E. B. Clouse, is 
based upon the history of the case and rates claimant’s disability at 10 per 
cent. There is no specific finding of present disability in the neck and shoulders. 
No X-ray picture was ever taken. Claimant’s medical history files do not show 
any disability. His medical board, upon discharge, declares “all systems 
normal.” 

In this state of the record it is impossible to reach a finding that claimant 
now suffers a permanent disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner. 
The incident of the blow on the back of the neck took place during an alterca- 
tion with guards and I do not think that the medical evidence, in any event, 
establishes any appreciable disability resulting therefrom. On the whole I 
consider that the case fails, and it is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 3, 1932. 


CASE 2232—WILLIAM BOWDEN 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. 

Claimant apparently enlisted July 28, 1915 as a Private, Regimental No. 
475785 and was taken prisoner June 27, 1916, wounded in the right chest. No 
claim forms have been completed nor was any evidence submitted. His attorneys 
have withdrawn the claim by general letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim is, 
accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortawa, October 3, 1932. 


CASE 2661—THOMAS BOWERS 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier who enlisted with the regular forces 
in 1912 and went to France in August 1914, with the 1st Chesshire,—Regimental 
No. 9395. He was then 18 years of age. He came to Canada to reside in 
February 1920. He was taken prisoner October 22, 1914, after the retreat from 
Mons. He was repatriated December 19, 1918, and was in receipt of an Imperial 
Sree of £1.12.0. which ceased in 1928. His application for reinstatement was 
refused 
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Claimant was advised at the hearing, in Toronto, on April 22, that this Com- 
mission was without jurisdiction to entertain the claim, inasmuch as he had 
become resident in Canada after January 10, 1920, date constitutive of juris- 
diction, as is more fully explained in my earlier report dealing with maltreatment 
cases. Particulars of his complaint were taken, in case such evidence could 
be of service to him elsewhere. Under reserve of all other recourses, and without 
deciding the case upon its merits, the claim cannot be allowed as far as this 
Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2468—GEO. F. BOYCE 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, but the usual 
claim forms have not been completed nor is there any information concerning 
him of record. Under date of April 9, 1932, the Commission was notified by 
attorneys representing claimant, that he desired to withdraw his claim. The claim, 
accordingly, fails for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 18, 1932. 


CASE 2307—BLAKE BRADSHAW 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 16th Battalion—Regimental No. 420483. 
He enlisted December 18, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken prisoner 
October 8, 1916, on the Somme, wounded in the right thigh, left leg and compound 
fracture of the right femur and left fibula. He was released to Switzerland in 
January 1917 and repatriated to England June 15, 1918. He is now in receipt 
of 100 per cent pension, amounting to $127 per month, based on wound in the 
right thigh, tuberculosis, (and glaucoma, left eye, post discharge). He was 
married June 4, 1919, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was em- 
ployed as a locomotive fireman, earning approximately $1,400 per year, and 
since his discharge he has been both fireman and engineer, earning about $1,200 
per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of neglect of his wounds, 
improper hospital attention, bad food, and that he was placed in a venereal 
disease hospital. As a result he endured much physical and mental suffering. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for a little more than a year, during 
which time he was in hospital at various places. He first complains that he was 
allowed to remain for 4 days, lying wounded behind a trench. He then received 
a field dressing, was removed to temporary medical stations, where he received 
further dressings and reached Cambrai, where he remained in hospital for several 
days. He was taken to Valenciennes and also spent some time at Hameln and 
Mannheim, before being transferred to Switzerland. He complains of no acts 
of brutality, but declares that lack of medical attention and poor food, aggravated 
his condition and increased his disability. One grievance is that he was placed 
in a hospital allotted to patients suffering from venereal diseases, and while he 
did not contract any disease of this nature, he complains greatly of the mental 


44 REPARATIONS 1932 


strain of this treatment. He admits very frankly that his pension allowance 
constitutes full compensation, but thought it advisable also to claim reparations. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from gun shot wounds 
right thigh, pulmonary tuberculosis and glaucoma, left eye (post discharge), 
Claimant’s medical history files are quite complete. 

After careful consideration of the circumstances related by claimant, I have 
reached the conclusion that he has not succeeded in establishing that the treat- 
ment received by him while a prisoner in Germany has added to the disabilities 
which he would otherwise have sustained as the result of his service wounds and 
general conditions. He has, I think, misapprehended the scope of this Com- 
mission. His case. has been fully dealt with by the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners and his claim before this Commission is unfounded. It 1s, accordingly, 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 16, 1982. Commissioner. 


CASE 2618—GERARD BRIDGER 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113107. He 
enlisted January 19, 1915, at the age of 20 vears, and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, suffering from shrapnel wounds in the right hip, back and arm. He was 
released to Switzerland in December 1917, and was repatriated to England 
December 24, 1918. He is in receipt of a 5 per cent disability pension, amounting 
to $3.75 per month, based on his active service wounds, and further consider- 
ation is being given to his bronchial condition. He is unmarried. Prior to 
enlistment, he had a small job in a cheese factory, and after discharge worked for 
a time with the Ford Motor Company at Windsor, Ont., and for the Dominion 
Government, but is now out of employment and on relief. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, loss of 
parcels, being forced to work while ill, and of solitary confinement. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to a dressing station, where his wounds received some 
attention. Removed to a convent, thence to Julich, he was in hospital for 12 
weeks. He complains of the inadequacy of the food, but admits that his wounds 
received treatment. He was then sent to Stendahl for a short time, followed by 
Wittenberg, where he worked in a sugar factory until he broke down and was 
sent back to camp and served 2 weeks in cells. Upon the intervention of the 
American Ambassador, claimant was sent to hospital where he remained until 
he was sent to Mannheim for transfer to Switzerland. Claimant’s complaint 1s 
that the poor food, while a prisoner, has undermined his health; this with the 
hard work has brought on despondency and melancholia, from which he still 
suffers acutely. He also refers to his nervous and digestive systems as impaired. 

The medical evidence is. very scant. Claimant has not even produced the 
usual certificate of a physician as to his present condition. His medical history 
files show nothing unusual, apart from the disability for which he is in receipt 
of pension. 

In these circumstances it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in claimant’s 
favour. Whatever disabilities he may suffer, on his own statement, are ascrib- 
able to nutritional causes, which do not, as explained in general Opinion annexed 
to my earlier report upon maltreatment cases, constituted maltreatment in the 
sense of the relevant sections of the Treaty of Versailles. Claimant’s recourse is 
before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim fails and must be dis- 
allowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2341—CAPT. HAROLD VINCENT BRISBIN 


The claimant enlisted as a Private and went overseas to join the Royal 
Flying Corps. He joined up November 10, 1914, and was transferred to the 
Royal Flying Corps October 2, 1917. He was 20 years of age on enlistment. 
He was taken prisoner September 16, 1918, having been shot down while flying, 
wounded by bullets in the leg and arm. He was repatriated to England Decem- 
ber 11, 1918. He is in receipt of a 5% disability pension, amounting to $6.50 
per month, based on gunshot wounds in the left leg and arm. He was married 
May 5, 1917, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed asa 
motor car tester, earning about $25 per week, and is now employed with a 
manufacturing concern, in the experimental department of the a Manu- 
facturing Co., earning about $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to iedtpeadinent which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper treatment 
of his wounds after capture and now has trouble with the muscles and tendons 
of the left leg. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner for about three months. He confines his complaint 
to lack of proper medical treatment for his wounds and declares that his dis- 
ability is now greater than it would otherwise have been, due to such neglect. 
The evidence is very general and it appears from his testimony that he did 
receive some treatment whilst in hospital. It is impossible to say, from the 
record, whether the treatment was proper. Clearly, claimant has not shown that 
he was subjected to maltreatment or that the lack of medical attention alleged 
constitutes such. 

Apart from claimant’s pension files and military history sheets, there is no 
medical evidence of record. The disability for which claimant receives pension 
consists of gunshot wounds in left thigh and left arm. There is no record of any 
other disability. 

In this state of the record, it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. His complaint is confined to lack of medical attention, to 
use his own words “ of not looking after the leg.” He has failed to establish 
such contention. The claim, accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 12, 1932. 


CASE 2659—CHARLES BUFFALO (BEDFORD) 


The claimant was a Private in the 14th Battalion,—Regimental No. 412635. 
He enlisted in December 1914 at the age of 17 years, and was taken prisoner 
September 7, 1916, during an engagement on the Somme, suffering from a bullet 
wound in the left side, in the abdomen. He is not in receipt of pension. He was 
married in 1920 ,and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged in 
farming and earned about $120 in six months with board and lodging. Since 
discharge he has been in the cleaning and dyeing business, earning $30 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the treatment of his 
wound without anaesthetic, improper dressings and he now suffers from indiges- 
tion. He also complains of bad treatment in hospital at Mulheim, hard labour, 
lack of food, and that he was forced to stand at attention for three hours facing 
the sun. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken first to Cambrai, where some attention was given his 
wounds. He complains that he was operated upon without an anaesthetic. Taken 
to Courtrai, claimant underwent a further operation. His complaint here is as 
to the after effects, lack of treatment and poor accommodation. Next sent to 
Mulheim, claimant was in hospital for three months. He complains that he 
received no medical treatment and that living conditions were very bad. He 
was then sent to Dulmen camp, where he remained about six months, thence to 
Sennelager, from which camp he was sent out upon irrigation work, at which he 
remained about a year. His complaint here is that the work was too heavy and 
the food inadequate. Claimant was not subjected to any particular brutality, 
but underwent the usual punishment of being made to stand to attention for 
long periods. Claimant ascribes rheumatism and nervousness from which he 
suffers, to these experiences. His stomach also troubles him. 

Claimant: has brought forward no medical evidence, not even the usual 
certificate of a doctor. His medical examination, upon discharge from the ser-— 
vice, discloses nothing unusual. 

In these circumstances, it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in claim- 
ant’s favour. He has not established a present disability resulting from maltreat- 
ment whilst a prisoner of war. In view of the very general nature of the com- 
plaints made, it would have been necessary to have very complete medical 
evidence of claimant’s condition. This is entirely absent. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2552—REGINALD BUMPSTEAD 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on November 22, 1914, was captured on June 2, 1916, was repatriated to 
England on November 18, 1918, and discharged on June 30, 1920. Claimant 
was notified to appear before the Commission at its Toronto sessions on April 22, 
1932, but wrote the Deputy Commissioner on April 6, 1932, withdrawing his 
claim. He was still invited to attend on the date stated, but failed to do so. In 
these circumstances the claim must be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 18, 1932. 


CASE 2615—HARRY BUNYAN 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant on March 26, 
1932. The usual claim forms were sent him, but have never been returned. 
Claimant’s military file is not of record, but it appears from his notice that he 
served with the 7th Battalion (Regimental number 184106) and was discharged 
on July 3, 1919. He was notified to his last known address, to appear before the 
Commission at its Toronto sessions, on Apri! 29, 1932, but failed to do so. In 
these circumstances, the claim must be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1982. 


FURTHER REPORT A7 
CASE 2400—ARTHUR ROBIN BURGESS 


The claimant was a Corporal in the 7th Battalion,—Regimental No. 16287. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 28 years and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, at Ypres, suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England October 
24,1918. He is in receipt of a disability pension, amounting to $11.15 per month 
(15%) based on chronic bronchitis and neurasthenia. He is unmarried. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as a janitor and window cleaner, at a salary of 
$120 per month, and since his discharge has on several occasions resumed that 
occupation with his former employees, but has each time been compelled to leave 
by reason of sickness. He is at present out of employment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he did not receive 
proper medical treatment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was suffering from the effects of gas when captured. He was 
taken to Giessen and placed in hospital. In October 1916 he was examined by 
the Swiss Medical Commission and recommended for transfer. Owing to some 
mistake in his documents, and confusion with another prisoner, claimant was 
not transferred, but was sent to Zerbst, where he was compelled to work. After 
10 months, he was sent to a camp which he calls “Camp Y” and was eventually 
transferred to Holland. Claimant does not complain of any harsh or brutal 
treatment, but confines his complaint to lack of medical attention for a bron- 
chial condition, due to the gas. Poor food conditions is advanced as a reason for 
the additional neurasthenic state. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from bronchitis and nerv- 
ous debility. His percentage of disability is stated at 50% in his own calling and 
at 25% in the general labour market. Dr. F. G. Logie, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files are 
_ quite complete and bear out the diagnosis of bronchitis and neurasthenia. 

I am inclined to think that the origin of claimant’s trouble is the dose of 
gas he got when captured. From that time he appears to have suffered from his 
chest, and the condition became aggravated by the strain of captivity. I cannot 
say, from the evidence, that the failure to transfer him to Switzerland, as alleged, 
constitutes maltreatment which has resulted in an aggravation of the disability 
from which he was then suffering. There is nothing to show that the Germans 
were not entitled to cancel the repatriation order. Claimant was unfortunate, 
but I consider that his recourse is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
As far as this Commission is concerned, the claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 6, 1932. 


CASE 2464—ROBERT CALDWELL 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on September 22, 1914, was captured on April 24, 1915, repatriated to 
England on December 27, 1918, and discharged on May 14, 1919. Claimant has 
not pressed the claim, did not appear before the Commission, and notice of with- 
drawal of the claim was given on his behalf. 

The claim is, accordingly, regarded as withdrawn. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 9, 1932. 
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CASE 2586—JOHN FREDERICK CAMERON 


Claimant was a Corporal in the 15th Battalion, Regimental No. 27149. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 22 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a wound in the left foot, 
and gas. He was repatriated to England November 18, 1918, first having been 
released to Holland in March of that year. He is in receipt of a 25 per cent — 
disability pension, amounting to $25 per month, based on heart disease with 
tachycardia. He was married August 7, 1931, and has no children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a hardware clerk, earning $15 per week, and since 
discharge has held various positions averaging from $25 to $30 per week, but 
is now back at hardware selling, earning $35 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, exposure, loss 
of parcels, hard labour in stone quarries and bad food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken, wounded, to Paderborn hospital, where he remained 
two months and has no complaints as to his treatment. Sent to Sennelager, he 
was transferred to various farms and to a stone quarry. He complains chiefly 
of the heavy work and poor food, together with lack of medical attention for an 
attack of dysentery and other ailments. He also complains of being made to 
wear wooden clogs, which were painful to the feet but have left no permanent 
injury. Claimant was not furnished with proper clothing and suffered from 
exposure. He does not appear to have been subjected to any physical abuse. 
He now complains of the condition of his heart, stomach and nerves. 

Apart from claimant’s medical history files in his pension record, there is 
no medical evidence, not even the usual certificate of a physician certifying as 
to his present condition. From these files, it appears that claimant suffers from 
debility attributed to service. He has lost weight but his general health is 
declared to have shown improvement. 

The general condition of which claimant complains can scarcely be said 
to have resulted from any active maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. It is 
more properly attributable to general camp and working conditions in Germany. 
Clearly, claimant’s case is one for the consideration of the board of Pension Com- 
missioners. His claim before this Commission is without merit and must be 
disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2619—ARTHUR EDWIN CANNON 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion, Regimental No. 9898. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 19 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but slightly gassed. He was 
repatriated to England December 2, 1918. He is in receipt of a 15 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $19.50 per month, based on neurosis. He was 
married in April 1925, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a brick- 
layer contractor, earning approximately $11 per week. He is now engaged in con- 
tracting, at an average yearly income of $1,500. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, forced 
labour on munitions and on the moors, severe discipline and inoculation with 
germs, 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was attached to Giessen camp for the first nine months of his 
captivity. He was kicked by a guard and spent several days in hospital. Sent 
out to the iron foundry at Geisweid, claimant found the work of shovelling cinders 
and crushing limestone too heavy, went sick, and was returned to Giessen. He 
was sent to Saltau, followed by Lichtenhorst, as to which camps he has no com- 
plaints. At Langenmoor, he complains of working on the moors, exposure and 
blows from the guards. At a later camp, he complains of starvation conditions 
and alleges that he was compelled to live on grass. He collapsed while at work 
and was returned to hospital at Saltau, where he remained 4 months. Upon 
discharge from hospital, claimant worked about the camp and was transferred to 
Stuttgart and sent out on a farm. He complains chiefly of the exposure while 
at work in the rain and mud, and ascribes to these experiences, neurosis, heart 
affection and rheumatism. 

Claimant produces no medical evidence, but the medical record contained 
in his pension files is quite complete. He appears to suffer from bronchitis, with- 
out, however, any pulmonary disability. His condition may probably be best 
described as ‘an anxiety neurosis based upon his experiences in Germany.” 
Claimant’s statement made upon repatriation refers generally to severe treatment. 

In this state of the record it is clearly difficult to ascribe claimant’s present 
debilitated state to active maltreatment at the hands of the enemy. The con- 
dition, I consider, results from the strain of camp life in Germany, which, possibly, 
claimant was not physically or mentally equipped to withstand. For reasons 
which have been explained in opinion annexed to my earlier report upon mal- 
treatment cases, I cannot find that claimant was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in disability to him. The claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. | 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2411—ARTHUR H. CARR 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
served with the Imperials (Queen’s Royal West Surreys) and came to Canada to 
reside in July 1921. He was notified that this Commission was without jurisdic- 
tion to entertain the claim, but that if he desired to submit his case the Commis- 
sion would hear him at its Toronto sessions on April 18, 1932, at 10.45 a.m. 
Claimant did not appear and the claim is, accordingly, disallowed for want of 
prosecution. 


ERROL M. MeDOUGALL, 


Commussioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2034—JOHN B. CHADWICK 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. Claimant apparently enlisted September 19, 1914, was a Lance 
Corporal in the 15th Battalion and was taken prisoner April 24, 1915 during the 
second battle of Ypres suffering from concussion due to a rifle shot close to the 
_ right ear. 
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No claim forms have been completed by the claimant nor was any evidence 
submitted. His attorneys have withdrawn the claim by general letter dated 
August 17, 1931. The claim is accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 8, 1932. 


CASE 2465—FREDERICK CLARK 


Claimant was a Corporal in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9177. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 25 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering with a touch of gas. He was 
released to Switzerland in November 1917, and repatriated to England December 
12, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married November 29, 1919, 
and has no children living. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a clerk with 
the T. Eaton Co., earning $16 per week and since discharge has worked with the 
same firm, but does not wish to have the amount he earns made known. 

He alleges that. while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation and being 
compelled to perform too heavy labour in stone quarries. His heart and nerves 
gave out and he refused to work and was placed in the cells. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp, to which he remained attached until 
he was transferred to Switzerland. Sent out upon working parties, chiefly in the 
stone quarries, he complains of the heavy work and starvation diet. He does 
not complain of any particular physical abuse. In the fall of 1916 he was 
recommended for transfer to Switzerland, but was sent back to Mannheim camp 
for 11 months, before his transfer became effective. Here he complains of the 
monotony of parade drill during long hours and that he was compelled to wear 
wooden clogs. As a result of these experiences claimant declares that his heart 
has been affected, constituting a permanent disability. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant’s heart is affected, with a beat 
of 120 standing and 136 exercising. There is a slight mitral murmur. No 
dilation. Regular. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent in his 
own calling, and at from 50 per cent to 75 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. D. A. Costain, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medical history files reveal nothing unusual. He was declared 
“all systems normal ” upon discharge from the service. 

It appears evident that claimant’s present state of health is the result of 
general conditions of life while he was held a prisoner. That he may have been 
unable to withstand the strain and stress of this life, cannot, in my view, be 
regarded as evidence of maltreatment. Claimant has failed to discharge the 
burden of showing a present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a pri- 
soner. His claim, if any, is one for the consideration of the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. Before this Commission, the claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, October 9, 1932. 
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CASE 2672—WILLIAM HENRY CLARK 


Claimant was a private in the 29th Battalion,—Regimental No. 48529. He 
enlisted in October 1914 at the age of 17 years, and was taken prisoner May 24, 
1917 at Lens, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 2, 1918. He 
is in receipt of a 5 per cent disability pension, amounting to $3.75 per month, 
based on flat feet with bunion. He was married in October 1919, and has one 
child living. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a finisher with the Steel 
Company of Canada, earning $14 per week and is now unemployed. He tried 
various jobs after discharge but could not work at his trade. 

He alleges that while. a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to work in 
the coal mines, compulsory extraction of gold teeth by a German field doctor, 
beatings, states he was stabbed twice by a bayonet in the back, under the right 
shoulder, by an hospital attendant. Was marched through the streets of Berlin 
as an exhibit prisoner of war and was knocked unconscious with a rifle butt. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner for about 18 months, during which time he was at 
Lens, Douai, Roubais, Orchards, Valenciennes, and Kaiserfield in Germany. At 
Lens, he declares that he was beaten into unconsciousness for not working fast 
enough and, while in hospital at Douai, following this attack, had six gold teeth 
extracted by a German doctor. No reason is given and the incident stands out as 
a very curious form of treatment. During the next six or seven months at 
Orchards, Valenciennes and coal mines at Lille, claimant was beaten and bruised, 
but without permanent injury to his health. Sent then to Schneidemuhl, working 
on farms, claimant has no complaints as to physical maltreatment. The food was 
bad and on one occasion after being marched to Berlin with a large detachment, 
he declares that he was hit on the head with a riffe in the hands of an officer 
and knocked unconscious. He was in hospital as a result and has no complaint of 

his treatment. He also speaks of being jabbed with a needle as treatment for flu, 
- that the needle broke and was only removed when he reached England. Claimant 
suffers from headaches which he attributes to the blow on the head referred to. 

There is no medical evidence in support of claimant’s alleged disability. One 
of the doctors referred to by claimant, Dr. H. B. Carmichael, writes that he does 
not remember treating claimant and as he has kept no records, is unable to 
furnish a certificate. laimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. 
The condition of flat feet with bunion, for which he receives pension, is mentioned, 
but no other disability is shown. 

In this state of the record it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. In the absence of medical evidence, claimant has failed to 
establish a present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of 
war (See General Opinion annexed to my earlier Report on Maltreatment cases). 
The claim fails, and must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 2, 1982. Commissioner. 


CASE 2230—WILLIAM ROBERT COLLINS 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
lis attorneys. Claimant apparently enlisted September 8, 1915, as a Private in 
the 2nd Battalion—Regimental number 159054. He was taken prisoner April 9, 
1917, wounded in the right groin. No claim forms have been completed, nor was 
any evidence submitted. His attorneys have withdrawn the claim by general 
letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed for 
want of prosecution. i 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 8, 1932. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2668—STANLEY ALFRED CONNON 


Claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion,—Regimental No. 76171. He 
enlisted in the fall of 1914, at the age of 17 years, and was taken prisoner in 
April 1916, at St. Eloi, unwounded. He was repatriated to England in December 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he 
was at school, and, at the time of the hearing, was a salesman, averaging between 
thirty and thirty-five doliars per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having received a kick 
in the stomach from a guard causing a rupture and which raised a lump. Was 
forced to continue at work, although the doctors sent him back to camp repeatedly 
for treatment. Had treatments for his eyes which was injurious to the sight. 
Suffered from bad food and, at the time of the hearing, suffered from stomach 
and nervous disorders. 

Since the date of the hearing, May 31, 1932, a letter has been received from 
claimant’s mother, dated October 3, 1932, advising that her son died recently at 
Brooklyn, N.Y. In these circumstances it is unnecessary to proceed further with 
the claim. Damages due for maltreatment as a prisoner of war, if payable, are 
personal to claimant and do not pass to his legal representatives. The claim is, 
accordingly disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 12, 1932. ff 


CASE 2498—JEREMIAH CONROY 


Claimant was a private in the 60th Battalion,—Regimental No. 457870. He 
enlisted in July, 1915, at the age of 26 years, and was taken prisoner June 3, 1916, 
unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 8, 1918. He is not in 
receipt. of pension, was married at the time of enlistment, and has one child, now 
of age. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a labourer, at $1.80 per day, and 
is now car repairing with the C.P.R., at about $5 per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, long stretches 
of standing at attention, long hours of labour at bridge building, and now suffers 
from epilepsy. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp and sent out upon a te detach- 
ment nearby, on bridge work. He remained there for the duration of his captiv- 
ity. He complains chiefly of insufficient food and the punishment of being made 
to stand to attention for long hours. On one occasion he collapsed during such 
punishment and was given 2 weeks rest in barracks. He was not struck or 
physically abused. He developed fainting spells and suffered with his stomach, 
and now declares that epileptic seizures have followed. He has, however, been 
free therefrom for two years. He loses very little time from his work and looks 
to be in good health. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffered from “ epilepsy up to 
two years ago” (from March 31, 1932) and gastritis. His percentage of dis- 
ability is stated at from 20 per cent to 50 per cent. Dr. E. 8. Read, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files 
show nothing unusual. He was discharged as fit. The fainting spells are referred 
to as having developed in Germany due to lack of food. 
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Claimant’s ailments are due to nutritional causes, the result of general camp 
conditions in Germany. As explained in general opinion, annexed to my earlier 
report dealing with maltreatment cases, I do not regard impairment to health 
from such general causes as constituting maltreatment within the relevant sections 
of the Treaty of Versailles. The epilepsy of which claimant complains, has not 
been shown to result from the cause ascribed and I am advised that the attacks 
are probably not epileptic in nature. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the 
Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, the 
claim fails and must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 2, 1932. 


CASE 2264—JOHN WILLIAM COOKE 


Claimant was a Private in the 37th Battalionn—Regimental No. 628012. He 
enlisted in April 1915, at the age of 40 years. He was taken prisoner at Pass- 
chendale in November 1917. His statement with regard to capture was invest- 
igated by the military authorities who came to the conclusion that he had not 
been a prisoner in Germany. The investigation took place at Vancouver January 
14, 1929, and was conducted by the Judge Advocate-General. Claimant is re- 
garded as having deserted the Canadian forces during the time that he alleges he 
was held prisoner. There is no official information as to the date of his repatriation 
to England. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married at the time of 
enlistment and has three children. He appears to have been a gardener by trade 
but no information is available concerning his income. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings, forced labour in ~ 
stone quarries resulting in loss of memory, and nervous debility. 

This is a most unusual case. Claimant has not filed before this Commission 
any documents of claim, but I gather from his evidence, that he claims for dis- 
ability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. As above stated, 
his case was: fully investigated by the Judge Advocate General, in respect of a 
claim made for $3,225 for pay and allowances and war service gratuity, said to 
have been illegally withheld. The point of that enquiry was to determine whether 
claimant had in fact been a prisoner of war in Germany. The findings were in 
every instance unfavourable to claimant. I have read the report very carefully 
and agree that every enquiry was made to determine the justness of the demand, 
and the conclusion reached appears to me to have been fully justified. 

Before this Commission, claimant was fully examined, but was unable to give 
a coherent or plausible explanation of the many discrepancies in his story. It is 
unnecessary to deal with the matter in greater detail, because claimant has quite 
failed to establish that he ever was a prisoner in Germany. The claim is, there- 
fore, disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 13, 1932. 


CASE 2229—WILLIAM COOMBER 


Claimant was a Private in the 87th Battalion—Regimental No. 805313. He 
enlisted February 2, 1916, at the age of 19 years and was taken prisoner August 
15, 1917, at Lens, suffering with bullet wounds in the left hand and left knee. 
He was repatriated to England December 17, 1918. He commuted his pension 
in 1921 for $100. He is unmarried but supports his mother. He arrived in 
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Canada to take up farming in the spring of 1914 and earned about $10 per 
month and board and is now a clerk with the Ontario Department of Highways, 
at $1,600 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of a permanent injury 
to his left hand as the result of blood-poisoning caused by an injury which was 
not properly treated. Was beaten with rifles, choked and starved. Was forced 
to labour in the coal mines. Claims that the amputation of his leg, broken in 
an accident in Canada, was made necessary on account. of blood poison in his 
system due to improper treatment of his war wounds while a prisoner. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Douai, was sent to the coal mines at Essen, 
where he remained 11 months and also appears to have been at Frederichsfeld 
and Dulmen camps. He complains of the food conditions in the coal mines, 
which so greatly reduced his vitality that he had to be carried up and down in 
the mine. His hand was wounded in an accident and became septic through 
lack of medical attention. He still suffers a disability therefrom. He speaks 
of the usual blows from rifle butts but stresses chiefly the lack of proper food 
as having impaired his digestive and nervous systems. After discharge, claimant 
met with a motor accident, which injured his knee. It became necessary to 
amputate the leg above the knee and the suggestion is advanced that this was 
due to claimant’s condition, the result of septic poisoning from which he suf- 
fered in Germany. He freely admits the difficulty of making satisfactory proof 
in support of this claim, and J do not think it can be substantiated. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and chronic gastro-enteritis. No percentage of disability is stated and Dr. 
Mortimer Fleming, who certified to these conditions, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show the injury to his hand, with 
some disability, without, however, reference to any other disability. 

As above pointed out, I do not consider that the loss of claimant’s leg can 
be ascribed to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The hand injury was 
accidental in origin and the evidence does not justify a finding that the present 
disability resulting therefrom is due to lack of medical attention amounting to 
maltreatment. As to claimant’s remaining complaints, I find them too general 
in nature to permit of a finding in his favour. After very careful consideration, 
particularly because of claimant’s term in the coal mines, J] am forced to the 
conclusion that he has not discharged the burden cf showing a present disability 
resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner. His claim, if any, is elsewhere. 
The claim as presented must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 10, 1932. 


CASE 2302—JOHN GEORGE WILLIAM COOPER 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 23372. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, having a bayonet wound in 
the left thigh, a bullet wound in the knee and a touch of gas. He was repatriated 
to England on December 12, 1918. He is in receipt of a 5 per cent pension, 
amounting to $3.75 per month, based on the wounds in the left thigh and knee. 
He ts unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a farm labourer, 
earning $45 per month and board, and since discharge he has held a few labour- 
ing jobs and is now living on a homestead. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected ‘to maltreatment which 
has resulted to pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of food, torture 
in a steam cell, tied to a post, beaten, had bone in right elbow broken, long hours 
of hard labour and close confinement with bread and water diet. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Before being taken to Roulers, claimant complains of an incident immedi- 
ately after capture, when, he declares, he was bayonetted through the left thigh 
by a German officer for refusing to give information. The corroboration which 
he furnished as to this occurrence is not very satisfactory. A fellow prisoner, 
Roberts, declares, by affidavit, that the bayonetting was done by a German 
private and for no apparent reason. One is left with the impression that claimant 
was bayonetted during the course of capture. Upon repatriation claimant did 
not report the incident and his medical history files indicate that he sustained 
a bayonet wound in the left thigh. Claimant’s subsequent experiences in Ger- 
many, upon working parties out of Giessen, were very severe. He appears to 
have been difficult to handle and was constantly in trouble with his guards. He 
made three attempts to escape and served the usual periods in cells as a punish- 
ment. For refusing to work he was also punished and declares that he was con- 
fined in a little cell, where the steam was turned on from the boilers in the 
foundry, for as long as claimant could stand this punishment. He was also 
hung up to a post in the factory with his toes barely touching the ground, with 
a rope beneath his arms, and was beaten with riiles. Claimant became a marked 
man and seems to have been singled out for particularly harsh treatment, since, 
upon his own statement, he considered it his duty to give his captors all the 
trouble he could. He underwent trial by court-martial but did not serve the 
sentence. For testifying against a German sergeant, at another trial, he was 
given six months, but again did not serve the full sentence. The evidence as to 
these incidents is confused and it is difficult to form an opinion as to what actu- 
ally did occur. As a result of these experiences claimant declares that he suffers 
from his stomach, his leg and his eyes. The stomach trouble is attributed to 
food conditions, the leg to the bayonetting referred to, and impaired vision to 
frequent confinements to dark cells. The latter condition was not mentioned 
by claimant upon discharge. . 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from ulcers of the stomach, 
gastralgia, general breakdown, chronic constipation, and that he underwent 
operations for appendicitis (19380) and gall stones (1931). His percentage of 
disability is stated at from 90 per cent to 100 per cent. Dr. J. C. Hardy, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. He adds in 
his certificate that claimant’s weakness of sight results from having been in dark 
cells too long. Apart from an indication of bayonet and gun shot wounds in the 
left thigh and knee, claimant’s medical files show no other injuries. Under 
examination in December, 1918, in England, the record contains this entry: 
“Wd. 24.4.15 in left thigh and taken prisoner then returned’ to England 
December 1918, all wounds healed and has no complaints. Recom. furlough 
& duty. Disch. 10.1.19.” 

In these circumstances, while claimant was harshly treated whilst a prisoner, 
I do not think it can be said that his present condition results from maltreat- 
ment. His stomach trouble may be the result of general camp conditions and 
food while in Germany, and I am not satisfied that the injury to his leg is other 
than of service origin, nor does the evidence justify a finding that claimant’s 
defective vision results from maltreatment. I regard the case as one entirely 
for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this 
Commission is concerned, it must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 11, 1932. 
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CASE 2380—GEORGE WALKER COOVER 


The claimant was a Private in the 28th Battalion—Regimental No. 1245. He 
enlisted in November 1914, at the age of 29 years. He was taken prisoner April 
7, 1916, suffering from a shrapnel wound in the spine, lumbar region, and was 
repatriated to England March 8, 1918. He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability 
pension, amounting to $39 per month, based on “ gunshot wound back.” He was 
married in 1925 and has one child, aged 5 years. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a baker at about $25 per week, but since his discharge has found 
himself unable to carry on his former occupation. He has been out of employ- 
ment for a considerable period. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was 
denied medical attention for his wounds, and that he was compelled to work 
when physically unfit to do so. He states that if his wounds had been properly 
attended, his disability would not be as great as it is at the present time. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant was at or attached to Giessen Camp for the entire period of his 
captivity. His complaint is that he did not receive proper medical attention 
for his wounds and was made to work when he was unfit to do so, with the result 
that his disability is now greater than it would otherwise have been. He does not 
complain of any maltreatment, except confinement to cells for attempted escapes. 
It is not clear from claimant’s evidence just what could have been done for him 
in the way of treatment, that was neglected. 

_ The medical record indicates that claimant suffered from gunshot wounds 
in back and lower ribs. His percentage of disability is stated at from 35 per cent 
to 50 per cent. Dr. Frank A. Macdonald, who certifies to the foregoing, did not 
appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files bear out the 
injury to the back, for which claimant is in receipt of pension. It also appears 
that he had sustained wounds in the back while serving with the American forces 
in the Phillipines, but he declares that the wounds were insignificant and caused 
no disability. 

_ In this state of the record it is impossible to say that any lack of treatment 
whilst a prisoner has contributed to claimant’s disability. The inference rather 
is that his present disability is due to service wounds, for which he is in receipt 
of pension. I am of opinion that claimant has failed to make out a case and his 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 12, 1932. : 


CASE 2476—MAJOR R. CORRIE 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his Attorneys. No information regarding the claimant has been filed of record. 
Under date of March 8, 1932, these attorneys notified the Commission that the 
claim was withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commussioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 
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CASE 2367—NEIL MARTIN COWAN 


The claimant was a Private in the 5th Battalion—Regimental No. 13721. 
He enlisted September 20, 1914, at the age of 21 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gunshot wound in 
the left leg, and was repatriated to England December 18, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to $25 per month, based on his 
wound. He was married in 1921 and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he 
was employed as a clerk with the International Harvester Company, earning 
$75 per month and since discharge has been employed as a Postal Clerk, at $130 
per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical attention 
for his wounds while en route to hospital and bad food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Except for the first week after capture, claimant spent his entire period of 
captivity at Paderborn hospital. He does not complain of any maltreatment 
in hospital and confines his complaint to the time which preceded his entry to 
hospital. He declares that he was made to walk with a badly wounded leg and 
when unable to continue further was kicked and left to lie beside the road for 
several hours. To the question “ Were your wounds aggravated by this treat- 
ment?” he replied “ No, I don’t think I could say that.’’? He merely states that 
he received no medical attention until he reached hospital. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has difficulty in walking “ owing 
to adherent scar following gun shot wound.” For this condition he is in receipt 
of pension. 

There is nothing in the record to indicate that claimant’s present disability 
was contributed to by any maltreatment received as a prisoner. The mere 
fact that his wound did not receive attention for a week does not necessarily imply 
that injury has resulted from such neglect. Claimant appears to have been 
fortunate in his general treatment and I regard his case as one entirely for the 
consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. His claim before this 
Commission must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


SRROL M. MeDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 3, 1932. 


CASE 2159—WILLIAM CRAWFORD 


- Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. No information concerning the claimant has been furnished, nor 
was any evidence submitted. His attorneys withdrew the claim by general letter 
dated August 17, 1931. 'The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed for want of 
prosecution. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, September 8, 1932. 


CASE 2281—B. F. CROWE 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier who served with the Third Mon- 
mouths. He was taken prisoner on the 8th of May, 1915, suffering from a 
gunshot wound in the left knee, and was repatriated to England in December, 
1918. 
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It appears from the documents submitted by claimant that he came to 
Canada to reside for the first time on the 22nd of October, 1922. In his exam- 
ination before the Commission he declares that he came to Canada in the fall 
of 1921. It was explained to claimant at the hearing that, as he had not come 
to Canada on or before the 10th of January, 1920, this Commission was without 
jurisdiction to entertain the claim but that his evidence would be taken in case 
the Imperial authorities should decide to deal with the matter. 

Upon further consideration of the record and for the reasons stated in my 
earlier report on maltreatment cases, the view is confirmed that this Commission 
has no jurisdiction to entertain the claim. Reserving to claimant all other 
recourses, and without deciding the case on its merits, I must, therefore, dis- 
allow the claim in so far as this Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2441—THOMAS CULLY 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, but the 
usual claim forms have never been completed. It appears from claimant’s 
military files, that he enlisted on September 22, 1914, was taken prisoner on 
April 24, 1915, was repatriated to England on December 3, 1917, and discharged 
as medically unfit on June 24, 1918. Claimant was notified to appear before 
the Commission at its Toronto sessions on April 21 but failed to do so. His 
attorneys were unable to explain his absence. In these circumstances the claim 
must be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 18, 1932. 


CASE 2560—EDWARD CUNNINGHAM 


Claimant was a lance corporal in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 
132527. He enlisted in August, 1915, at the age of 24 years, and was taken 
prisoner September 5, 1916, on the Somme. He had been blown up and was 
suffering with a broken ankle. He escaped in September, 1917, and was repatri- 
ated to England on October 19th of that year. He is in receipt of 20 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to about $23 per month, based on cerebro spinal 
arteriosclerosis. He was married prior to enlistment and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a head waiter earning $30 per week, 
although he was a painter by trade. Since discharge he worked for the Canada 
Steamship Lines as building superintendent, at $90 per month, and from 1925 
to 1929 as Canadian Pacific Railway policeman at the same rate of pay, but 
has done nothing much since. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had his 
nose broken by a blow from the butt of a rifle, suffered confinement and 
starvation. | 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant remained close behind the lines for about 3 weeks after capture. 
Sent on to Munster, he finally reached Dulmen, at which latter camp, he com- 
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plains of being hit over the nose with a rifle butt, fracturing the bridge. He 
received no medical attention for this injury, although he was sent to hospital, 
the result being a blockage. For an attempted escape, claimant was given 28 
days’ confinement, but upon his second attempt, he escaped from Burgenstein- 
furt. He was a prisoner for slightly more than a year. At the last camp 
mentioned, he complains of frequent beatings with a rubber hose. He appears 
to have suffered from seizures, which were said to resemble epilepsy. He 
complains of a nervous condition and the injury to his nose. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from cerebro spinal 
arteriosclerosis (for which he receives pension). His percentage of disability is 
stated at 20 per cent. Dr. F. A. Carson, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. No mention is made of the injury to 
claimant’s nose, but a certificate of Dr. Marchant B. White is produced showing 
complete left nasal obstruction to breathing and external deformity to nose. 
Dr. Geo. R. Philip appeared before the Commission and spoke of a nervous 
condition which he attributes to service and possibly prisoner of war experi- 
ences. He confirms the nasal obstruction and puts claimant’s disability at 
from 20 per cent to 25 per cent. ‘Claimant’s medical history files refer only 
to cerebro spinal arteriosclerosis and no record appears of any injury to the nose. 

There is no doubt that claimant was roughly handled whilst a prisoner 
but I do not find that he has established a permanent disability resulting from 
maltreatment. The nose injury may or may not constitute a disability, and it 
is significant that claimant bears a scar just above the bridge of the nose, of 
pre-war origin. I should say that the condition may be relieved by operation. 
His remaining disability is covered by pension and would appear to have resulted 
from general conditions of camp life. I regard the claim as not proven. It 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OTTAWA, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2485—L. DEHART 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his attorneys. No information regarding the claimant has been filed 
of record. Under date of March 8, 1932, these attorneys notified the Commis- 
sion that the claim was withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed for want of 
prosecution. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2459—ROBERT EVERETT DENT 


Claimant was a private in the 3rd Battalion,—Regimental No. 9662. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering with small bayonet wounds 
and a bullet wound in the arm, also gas. He was repatriated to England August 
21, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, but has an application pending. He 
was married at the time of enlistment but his first wife died. He remarried 
in 1921 and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
swimming instructor at $50 weekly and since discharge tried several jobs but 
has been unable to hold them due to illness and is now on city relief, 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings with rifle 
butts for refusal to work on munitions, had the soles of his feet cut with bayonets, 
was confined to a steam room for twelve hours and then placed in an ice house 
for a further twelve hours. Just which of these experiences came first is not 
clear as in the statement of claim he recites the ice house treatment as coming 
_ first, whereas in his verbatim testimony he reverses the order, suffered pneumonia 
as a result, 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant’s main complaint centres around incidents which occurred at the 
Geisweid iron plant, out of Giessen, where, for refusing to work, he declares he 
was tortured by having the soles of his feet scored with bayonets and was sub- 
jected to extreme steam heat followed by extreme cold in a so-called ice house. 
It is to this treatment that he attributes his present bronchial condition. Claim- 
ant made a number of attempts to escape and was severely handled upon recap- 
ture. He was finally released to Holland as an enileptic and declares that the 
seizures were feigned in order to escape work. Claimant also refers to frequent 
beatings, confinement to cells and various punishments for infractions of discip- 
line. He would appear to have been a difficult prisoner to handle, and on his 
own statement, was one of the first to refuse to work as also one of the first to 
attempt to escape. He complains now of his bronchial condition, his nerves and 
his stomach. No disability is proven in regard to his feet, mentioned in his 
statement of claim. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
with suspicion of tuberculosis. Dr. Sterling Spicer, who certifies to the fore- 
going, places his disability at about 80 per cent. Dr. W. N. McCormick also 
files a certificate indicating the same condition and rating the percentage of 
disability at 100 per cent in clammant’s own calling (swimming instructor) and 
at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. McCormick appeared before 
the Commission, confirmed the diagnosis of bronchial trouble and did not expect 
there would be much improvement. Dr. W. A. McFall also appeared and did 
not regard the condition as quite so serious, declaring that he would expect some 
improvement. Claimant’s medical history files reveal no disability and upon 
his examination at time of discharge he was found “ all systems normal.” 

The story of brutality and maltreatment recounted by claimant is quite 
impressive, but I cannot say that it carries the conviction that claimant’s 
present condition results therefrom. ‘The strain and stress of camp life, par- 
ticularly after frequent commendable attempts to escape, coupled with inade- 
quate food and poor living conditions, may well have accounted for claimant’s 
present ill health, but these do not, in my opinion, of necessity, involve mal- 
treatment. After very careful consideration, I have reached the conclusion that 
claimant has failed to make out a case of disability resulting from maltreatment. 
His claim, if any, is for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2518—CHARLTON MAYO DRUMMOND 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113192. He 
enlisted May 10, 1915, at the age of 22 years, and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, suffering from a gunshot wound in the left thigh and a shell case splinter 
in the head. He was repatriated to England December 2, 1918. He is not in 
receipt of pension, was married in September, 1921, but is separated from his 
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wife. There are no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed in a brick- 
making plant, at from $15 to $24 per week, and is now out of employment though 
he had been earning $4 per day previously on construction work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the loss of parcels, lack 
of medical attention while ill with pleurisy, excessive labour, exposure and 
physical abuse. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent the first two months of his captivity under medical treat- 
ment for his wounds, at Iseghen and Stuttgart. He had no particular complaint 
as to this treatment. Attached to Stuttgart, after his discharge from hospital, 
claimant was sent out on various working parties. At a farm, he complains 
bitterly that he was denied treatment for an attack of pleurisy and forced to 
continue working while ill and suffering. He speaks generally of having been 
beaten, but does not emphasize this feature of his treatment. He protests as to 
the confiscation of his parcels, or parts thereof, by the authorities and declares 
that this is what he chiefly complains of. To these experiences, claimant 
attributes a bronchial and rheumatic condition, but admits that his disablement 
is not great. 

The medical evidence is very meagre, consisting only of a short note from 
Dr. H. C. Robertson to the effect that he finds coarse rales throughout the. left 
side of his chest which points to a chronic bronchitis. Claimant’s medical files 
show nothing unusual, and deal only with the service wound which claimant 
sustained. 

In this state of the record. it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. The bronchitis of which he complains became apparent some 
considerable time after discharge. Claimant has failed to discharge the burden 
of showing a present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of 
war. As to the claim for loss of parcels, I do not consider that this can be 
regarded as maltreatment within the meaning of the relevant sections of the 
Treaty of Versailles. His claim, if any, is a matter for the consideration of the 
Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, the 
claim fails, and must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2587—PETER JOSEPH DUCIE 


~ Claimant was a private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 41306. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but slightly gassed. He 
was repatriated to England December 16, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, 
was married on enlistment and has one child, now of age. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed in the Montreal City Fire Department, at $850 per annum, and 
now is employed in cleaning offices, at $17 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of 'the bad food, being 
foreed to work in stone quarries, exposed to rain and cold without adequate 
clothing and of being made to wear wooden shoes. Was starved and beaten, 
compelled to stand at attention and had parcels stopped. He now suffers from 
bronchitis, varicose veins, nervous trouble and insomnia. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where he complains chiefly of 
the poor food and exposure to the weather while working in a stone quarry. He 
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speaks of one incident of brutality when he was hit over the head with a rubber 
hose, but has suffered no disability therefrom. Sent to Cassel, he again worked 
in the stone quarries and complains cf being made to wear wooden shoes. The 
hours were long, the work heavy, and the food insufficient. For minor ‘breaches 
of discipline, the prisoners were made to stand to attention for long hours. At 
Heuberg, working on the roads, the treatment was much the same. Taken ill 
with typhoid, claimant was denied medical attention. He was beaten for not 
doing the required amount of work. As stated above, claimant suffers from his 
nerves, bronchitis, insomnia, and varicose veins. He is irritable and appears 
depressed. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from nervous irrit- 
ability, Insomnia, bronchitis and varicose veins. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and he is declared to be fit for hight 
work only. Dr. B. J. Conroy, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before 
the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. A 
brief statement made by claimant, upon repatriation, refers only to rough hand- 
ling immediately after capture and to the blow on the head at Gottingen. 

Claimant’s present ailments are due to general conditions of camp life in 
Germany and cannot, in my view, be ascribed to any particular act or acts of 
maltreatment. Inadequate food and exposure, while working, seem to be the 
main complaints. As explained in general opinion annexed to my earlier report 
dealing with maltreatment cases, injury to health resulting from such general 
conditions cannot be regarded as maltreatment within the meaning of the rele- 
vant sections of the Treaty of Versailles. Claimant has thus failed to discharge 
the burden of showing a present disability resulting from maltreatment while 
a prisoner of war. His recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. Before this Commission, the claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. MecDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 6, 1932. 


CASE 2542—WILLIAM GEORGE DUGUID 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named under date of 
January 4, 1932. The usual claim forms were sent to him, but have never 
been returned. Claimant, from his military files, appears to have enlisted on 
September 22nd, 1914, was captured on April 24, 1915, was repatriated to England 
on November 18, 1918, and discharged on April 23, 1919. His medical files reveal 
nothing unusual. He was given notice to appear before the Commission at its 
Toronto session on April 22, 1932, but failed to do so. The claim must, accord- 
ingly, be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commasstoner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 1951—BERNARD EDWARDS 


Notice of claim was received from the above named in 1930. The usual 
claim forms were sent him but have never been returned. Claimant, from his 
military files, appears to have enlisted on September 22, 1914, was taken prisoner 
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on April 24, 1915, was repatriated to England on December 12, 1918 and dis- 
charged on March 26, 1919. His medical files reveal nothing unusual. He was 
given notice to appear before the Commission on April 14, 1931, and again for 
April 19, 1932 at Toronto. Claimant failed to present himself and the claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, October 25, 1982. 


CASE 2629—CHARLES HENRY ELLIS 


Claimant was a Lance-Corporal in the 14th Battalion—Regimental No. 
648293. He enlisted February 26, 1916 at the age of 18 years, and was taken 
prisoner October 1, 1918, suffering from shrapnel wound in the left leg and a 
machine gun bullet wound in the left arm. He was repatriated to England 
December 31, 1918, after being held prisoner for about three months. He is not 
in receipt of pension. He was married in March 1919, and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed in a saw-mill, earning about $6 per week, 
and since discharge has held different jobs and is now employed as ice-wagon 
driver on half-time, averaging $14 or $15 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of ia blow on the head caus- 
ing a fracture, while doing work in a railway siding and is now unable to do indoor 
work and suffers from dizzy spells, also has ear trouble. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:—- 


Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about three months, most of which 
time was spent at Dulmen camp. His chief complaints that he was hit over the 
head with the butt of a rifle while working on a swing table and that this injury 
still affects him with dizzy spells and has impaired his hearing. He also speaks 
of being beaten by the guards on other occasions. The record contains a number 
of contradictions. Claimant made a statement upon repatriation, in which he 
speaks only of the shooting of a Russian fellow prisoner by the guards. There is 
no mention of any maltreatment to himself, though he declares in his testimony, 
that he reported the incident of the blow on the head. While he now complains 
that his ears were injured by the blow referred to, his medical history files con- 
tain these notes: 


“1. discharging ears ever since he can first remember and has worn 
glasses for some time and broke them accidentally.” 

“2. sight bad for vears, wore glasses up to four years ago.” (from 
January 4, 1917.) 


As to this eye condition, claimant denies that he ever wore glasses and that his 
eyes have ever troubled him. He also declares that, “I never heard tell of a 
Russian being shot with an explosive bullet,” which is the direct opposite to 
his statement made upon repatriation. So glaring are the contradictions that 
I was at first doubtful as to the identity of the claimant with the man who made 
the statement in England. From a careful comparison of his attestation form 
and his medical history files, there appears to be no doubt as to the identity 
of the claimant. 
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In this state of the record it is unnecessary to go further with the claim. 
Although he produces a medical certificate to the effect that he suffers from 
chronic otitis media (said to be due to a blow from the butt of a rifle) dis- 
abling him to the stated extend of 100 per cent in his own calling, I am quite 
unable to reach a finding in claimant’s favour. The claim as presented is clearly 
unfounded and is disallowed. 

| ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 29, 1932. 


CASE 2567—JOHN EVANS 


Claimant filed a claim before the Commission alleging disability resulting 
from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on May 4, 1915, was captured on June 2, 1916, and escaped on September 
18,1917. He completed the usual documents, but did not appear to substantiate 
his claim. He later wrote advising that he did not desire to press the claim. In 
these circumstances the claim is regarded as withdrawn. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 25, 1932. 


CASE 2347—CLARK FAULKNER 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier who served with the First Gordon High- 
landers—Regimental No. 87. He enlisted in 1908 and was taken prisoner 
August 27, 1914, during the retreat from Mons. He was repatriated from 
Germany December 22, 1918, and came first to Canada to reside in 1924. His 
complaint regarding maltreatment consists in that he was sentenced to a year 
of hard labour in the military fortress at Cologne, and that his food parcels 
were deliberately stolen. 

Claimant was notified that, as an Imperial soldier who became, resident in 
Canada in 1924 only, this Commission is without jurisdiction to hear his claim. 
As explained in my earlher report, dealing with maltreatment cases, January 
10, 1920, was fixed as constitutive of jurisdiction. Particulars of his complaints 
were taken in case such evidence could be of use to him elsewhere. Reserving 
to claimant all other recourses, and, without dealing with the case upon its 
merits, the claim must, therefore, be disallowed in so far as this Commission 
is concerned. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OTTAWA, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2535—H. V. FELLOWS 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant. The usual 
forms were sent him and have been completed. He was a lieutenant, serving 
with the Royal Air Force, was taken prisoner on September 1, 1918, and 
repatriated to England about December 20, 1918. At the time of capture he 
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was slightly wounded in leg and badly shaken up, when his machine crashed. 
His complaint as to maltreatment relates chiefly to insufficient and poor food. 
Claimant was notified to appear before the Commission at its Montreal sessions 
on May 25, 1932, but failed to present himself and default was duly entered. 
The claim, therefore, fails for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Ottawa, August 31, 1932. 


CASE 2052—JOHN WILLIAM FINNIMORE 


Claimant was a corporal in the Third Battalion—Regimental No. 9785. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gunshot wound 
in the left leg and a touch of gas. He was exchanged to Holland in March, 
1918, and repatriated to England January 23, 1919. He is not in receipt of 
pension. He was married in October, 1920, but is now a widower with one 
child. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged in general labour, averaging about 
$12 per week, and is now employed as a bank messenger at $1,150 per year. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention to his wound for five days after capture, that he was compelled to 
work before the wound healed, and was made to stand at attention for two 
hours in the snow. He also suffered from lack of food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent the first three months of his captivity in Paderborn hospital, 
_ and has no particular complaint of his treatment. Sent to Sennelager, followed 
by Cottingen, he does not complain of any brutality, and was then transferred 
to Grossenweidemoor, where, for refusing to work, he, with other non-commis- 
sioned officers, was compelled to do punishment drill for long hours and made 
to stand to attention. He was not compelled to work, but complains of the 
stoppage of parcels and starvation. As a result of these experiences re com- 
plains that he suffers from rheumatism in the legs, brought on from exposure 
to the weather. He also declares that he received no medical attention for his 
wound for five days after capture. In addition he speaks of a general nervous 
condition. 

There is no medical evidence of record. At the hearing claimant was 
requested to obtain a certificate from a physician and forward same. This he 
has failed to do. His military documents show nothing unusual. He was dis- 
charged from the service “all systems normal ”’. 

Clearly, claimant has failed to establish maltreatment, whilst a prisoner, 
resulting in disability. In the absence of medical evidence it is impossible to 
reach a decision in his favour. His experiences as a prisoner were not unusual 
and I do not consider that he has shown that he has suffered any permanent 
disability. There is no proof that neglect of his wound has aggravated the 
condition resulting thereform. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Ottawa, September 8, 1932. 
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CASE 2460—JOHN HENRY FOGARTY 


Claimant was a private in the 75th BattalionRegimental No. 681881. He 
enlisted October 10, 1916, at the age of 18 years. He was taken prisoner March 
1, 1917, suffering from bullet wound in right hip, and was repatriated to England 
December 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married February 1, 
1928, and has one child. Prior to enlistment he was just out of school and 
earning $10 per week as an ordinary labourer. Since discharge, he worked on 
a drydock, and for the past three years has been employed as an elevator 
starter at $21 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper treat- 
ment of his wound, lack of food, solitary confinement and delay in getting 
parcels. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken, wounded, to Douai, where he remained a week 
and was removed to Dulmen camp. He complains of inadequate treatment for 
his wound. Placed in solitary confinement because he had broken a shovel, he 
complains of the food. Claimant was then sent to a camp on the North sea, 
where he was compelled to work building a sea wall. He complains here of the 
heavy work and lack of food, but received no physical abuse. He was then 
sent to a farm, where he contracted the flue and received no medical attention. 
This was during the epidemic in 1918. As a result of these experiences, claimant 
complains generally of bronchial trouble and impaired digestive system. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis. 
His percentage of disability is not stated. Dr. D. Prendergast, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical 
files show nothing unusual. A condition of general debility upon repatriation 
is noted, but no disability shown. 

In this state of the record, it is manifestly impossible to reach a finding 
in claimant’s favour. The disability of which he speaks is quite general and 
the evidence as to his treatment, while a prisoner, does not justify the con- 
clusion that he was subjected to maltreatment. The claim, accordingly, fails, 


and must be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 9, 1932. 


CASE 2437—GEORGE THOMAS FORBES 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 109124. He 
enlisted April 16, 1915, at the age of 30 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, unwounded, and was repatriated to England November 23, 1918. He 
is not in receipt of pension. He was married at the time of enlistment and 
has two children, one of age. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an 
asbestos worker, at about $20 per week, and since discharge was employed in a 
machine shop earning $28 per week, but is now unemployed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, labour 
in stone quarries breaking rock and loading cars, compelled to stand at atten- 
tion for failing to perform the quota of work required, was refused medical 
attention for influenza, and was confined to cells for an attempted escape. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, as to which he has no com- 
plaints. Sent to a farm (unnamed) he was struck with a hoe for stealing 
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an apple and declares he still has some disability in his neck as a result. Made 
to work in a stone quarry at Walgburg, the work was too heavy, and claimant, 
in an attempt to evade work, deliberately brought on a skin disease by pricking 
his flesh and using salt to induce sores. He was in hospital for three months 
as a result. With another prisoner, claimant made unsuccessful attempts to 
escape, received the usual confinement to cells and was beaten. Sent to a 
pulp mill at Walsum, claimant remained a year. Another unsuccessful attempt 
to escape resulted in the usual punishment. He was denied medical attention 
for the flu, from which he suffered and it was then, for the first time, that a 
stomach condition, of which he complains, manifested itself. He complains 
also of his nerves. He refers to his indigestion as more of an inconvenience: 
than a disability. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic ner- 
vous dyspepsia. His percentage of disability is stated at 15 per cent in his 
own calling and at 30 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. G. E. Case, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual, the gastric condition being under 
consideration by the Pension Tribunal. 

The origin of claimant’s ailment is clearly nutritional, probably induced 
by the bad food conditions during his captivity. For reasons which have been 
explained in general opinion annexed to my earlier report dealing with mal- 
treatment cases, I cannot regard this general condition as constituting mal- 
treatment. Claimant’s disability, if any, may be said to result from these 
conditions, and his case is one for the consideration of the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, it fails, and must be 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 31, 1932. 


CASE 2556—WM. ANDREW FOSTER 


Notice of claim was received from the above named on or about February 
10, 1932. The usual claim forms were sent him, but have never been returned. 
Claimant, from his military files, appears to have enlisted on June 6, 1916, 
was taken prisoner on January 10, 1918, repatriated to England on December 
6, 1918, and discharged on March 3, 1919. His medical files indicate “ all 
systems normal,” on discharge. Although notified to appear before the Com- 
_ mission at its Toronto sessions on April 18, 1932, claimant failed to do so. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 1960—KENNETH FOYSTER 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant, 
from which it appears that he enlisted on September 23, 1914, was taken 
prisoner on June 24, 1915, and was repatriated to England on December 24, 
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1918. The claim is filed by the wife of the above named, but the documents 
have not been completed, nor did anyone appear to substantiate the claim, 
although notice was duly given of the time and place of the hearing. The 
claim fails for want of prosecution, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OTTAWA, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2624—H. C. FREEMAN 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on September 22, 1914, was captured on April 24, 1915, was repatriated 
to England on December 21, 1918, and discharged on May 14, 1919. Claimant 
was notified, through his attorneys, to appear before the Commission, at its 
Toronto sessions on April 30, 1932, but he failed to do so. His attorneys were 
unable to explain his absence. In these circumstances, the claim must be dis- 
allowed for want of prosecution. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2568—CHARLES HENRY FRIZELL 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier, who served with the 19th London Regi- 
ment, 47th Division—Regimental No. 625051. He had come to Canada to live 
in 1908 but returned to England, on a visit with his family, in December, 1913, 
and was there when the war broke out. He remained and enlisted in November, 
1915, at the age of 38 years. He was taken prisoner March 23, 1918, unwounded, 
and was repartiated to England December 6, 1918. He is not in receipt of pen- 
sion, was married on enlistment and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a general labourer at about $12 per week and is now doing odd 
jobs which, if steady, would yield $20 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
results in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of hard labour in coal] mines 
resulting in heart strain, long hours of work, and but little food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

The evidence, in my opinion, does. not satisfactorily establish that claimant 
was resident in Canada at the time of the war. He did not, in fact, again 
become so until 1921. It would appear that he first came out in 1908, but in 
1913 he returned to England, with his wife, child and aged mother. While he 
declares he merely went over on a trip to place his mother with his brothers, he 
nevertheless took up employment over there and the facts would appear to indi- 
cate that he intended to remain, though he may have had some vague intention 
of returning to Canada. As a matter of fact, he did not return until 1921. On 
this ground, I am compelled to find that claimant is ineligible for compensation 
at the hands of this Commission. 

I have, however, examined the particulars of claim as set: forth and the 
evidence adduced and do not consider that claimant has made out a case, even 
were he otherwise eligible. He was a prisoner for about nine months and I do 
not think that the experiences related were so harsh and the strain so great as 
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to cause the heart trouble which is the basis of claimant’s case. Claimant’s 
work in the coal mines near Essen was arduous and his treatment rough, but I 
cannot think that a soldier in good condition would break under the strain in so 
short a time. Claimant may have a recourse before the Pension authorities. 
Before this Commission, the claim fails and must be disallowed. 


BHRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 6, 1932. 


CASE 2440—JAMES THOMAS FULFORD 


Claimant was a Private in the 75th Battalion—Regimental No. 228290. 
He enlisted April 7, 1916, at the age of 24 years, and was taken prisoner April 9, 
1917, at Vimy Ridge, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 7, 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married in August, 1919, and has 
two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a stationary engineer, 
earning about $20 per week, and is now employed as a street car motorman, at. 
about $380 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of solitary confine- 
ment, was beaten black and blue with a stick, resulting in hospital treatment. 
for fistula. | 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Afiter capture, claimant was taken to Douai and also spent three weeks im 
dungeon at the notorious Fort Macdonald, at Lille. Apart from the confinement 
and unsanitary conditions, he makes no complaint. Removed to Giessen, claim- 
ant worked on railway construction. Here he was beaten black and blue with 
a walking stick and as a result had to go to hospital. He was at Valenciennes, 
Stendahl and Linburg, at which latter camp he developed what he terms a fistula 
of the rectum which he ascribes to the beating referred to. He was well treated 
in hospital and has no complaints. He now complains of stomach trouble. In 
appearance, claimant is a well set up, healthy man and does not display any 
symptoms of disability. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. His medical 
board upon discharge from the service declares “all systems normal.” 

Clearly claimant has failed to make out a case of disability resulting from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner. It is difficult to see how a fistula, such as 
referred to, could have resulted from a beating. In the absence of medical 
evidence establishing some disability, the claim has no foundation. It is evident 
also that claimant does not regard himself as disabled, since he has not and 
does not intend to apply for pension. The claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 9, 1932. 


CASE 2489—BEVERLEY N. GARRETT 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. From his military files it would appear that he enlisted in June, 
1917, was taken prisoner in August, 1918, and repatriated to England in Decem- 
ber, 1918. The usual claim forms have not been completed, and no other infor- 
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mation is available concerning claimant. Under date of March 8, 1932, his 
attorneys advised that the claim was withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed 
for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2486—S. J. GILBERT 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. He was apparently an Imperial soldier, but no information con- 
cerning him is on file. No report is available from the Department of National 
Defence and his attorneys have withdrawn the claim, by letter dated November 
30, 1931. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 9, 1932. 


CASE 2231—MILO JOHN GILLESPIE 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. Claimant apparently enlisted September 22, 1914—Regimental 
No. 27841—and was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, unwounded. No claim forms 
have been completed, nor was any evidence submitted. His attorneys have 
withdrawn the claim by general letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim is, 
accordingly disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 9, 1932. 


CASE 1932—JOHN 8. GODARD 


Notice of claim was received from the claimant by interview. He enlisted 
August 1, 1916, with the Canadian Engineers, and later received a commission 
with the Royal Air Force. He was taken prisoner in an aeroplane crash October 
24, 1917, suffering from an injury to his nose. No claim forms were completed 
and in reply to a letter requesting that he complete the record, claimant wrote 
advising that he wished to withdraw his claim. The claim is, accordingly dis- 
allowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 9, 1932. 


CASE 2589—FRANK STEWART GOLD 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27581. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 37 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly gassed. He was repatriated 
to England December 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married 
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August 22, 1923, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
chauffeur, at $100 per month, and since discharge resumed this employment, 
now earning $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, labour 
in mineral mine, exposure to wet and cold without sufficient clothing, and was 
sentenced to five months’ solitary confinement for refusal to work. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where, apart from lack of food, 
he has no complaints. Sent to the silver mines at Holzappel, he received rough 
treatment, was kicked, beaten and finally compelled to go down the mine. He 
was here for about four months, but received no particular physical abuse. The 
hours were long and claimant suffered from exposure. He developed a cough. 
Later, for refusing to go to work at a so-called farm, claimant was confined to 
cells for about five months. He was later tried and sentenced to another month. 
After some time at another camp, claimant was sent to Bohmte working on 
canals. The work was arduous, the food bad and the barrack accommodation 
worse. Claimant was in hospital with bronchitis and when discharged was sent 
to a farm near Osnabruck. He has no complaints of his treatment here. Claim- 
ant still suffers with bronchitis, which he attributes to conditions in the silver 
mine referred to. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from cough from trachea 
—redness—swelling. His percentage of disability is stated at 40 per cent in his 
own calling and at 10 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. F. McPhedran, 
who certified to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual. He is declared “ all systems normal ” 
upon discharge from the service. 

Claimant would appear to have been fortunate in coming out of the silver 
mines with no greater disability. Other prisoners, at this camp, seem to have 
been more severely handled than he (Case 1886—Tuck). At all events, he spent 
only four months in these mines and was not exposed to any particular brutality. 
I do not find that claimant has shown a present disability resulting from mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim, accordingly, fails and must be 
disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
| Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 4, 1932. 


CASE 2479—WILLIAM GRAY 


Claimant was a Private in the 75th Battalion—Regimental No. 772549. 
He enlisted December 31, 1915, at the age of 24 years, and was taken prisoner 
August 15, 1917, suffering from gunshot wounds through the lower jaw, breaking 
both bones. He was repatriated to England December 16, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 10 per cent disability pension, amounting to $18 per month, based on his 
wound, varicocele and chronic bronchitis. He was married at the time of enlist- 
ment and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed at monu- 
mental lettering, earning $12 per week, and is now doing the same work and 
earning $33 per week when at work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the treatment of 
his wounds and that the only food given him was black bread which he could 
not eat owing to his broken jaw. Was forced to work in a stone quarry 
immediately after leaving hospital and when he fainted he was kicked and 
beaten. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to a hospital behind the lines where he com- 
plains that he did not receive proper attention for his wounds. It appears, 
however, that shortly after, a very delicate operation was performed by wiring 
his broken jaw bones. He complains bitterly that the wires were allowed to 
remain in his mouth too long and were removed by a Russian fellow prisoner. 
As to this phase of his complaint, I am left with the distinct impression that 
claimant received excellent attention at the hands of the enemy. Later, at 
Minden, he was sent out to work at a stone quarry. From the pain of his © 
wound, he declares that he fainted and was beaten by a guard while lying on 
the ground, injuring his back and lower part of his spine, from which he still 
suffers. Claimant’s recital of his movements is not very coherent, but it appears 
that he was at Friedrichsfeld and at Paderborn where he was made to work. 
Claimant complains of a bronchial condition which, however, he attributes to 
gas he received previous to capture. The injury to claimant’s back and spine 
was not mentioned upon his medical examination. He began by denying that 
he had ever received a medical board but when confronted with the records, 
admitted that he had forgotten that it had taken place. His evidence as to 
the injury to his back was far from satisfactory. 

The medical evidence does not assist claimant very materially. It indi- 
cates that claimant has pain in the back and legs. He is declared to suffer 
no disability in his own calling and comparatively little in the general labour 
market. Dr. Paris, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission, and the evidence contained in his certificate is too indefinite to 
be of much assistance. Claimant’s medical history files refer only to the 
wounded jaw and varicocele which are declared to be negligible, and to a con- 
dition of bronchitis. 

From the foregoing review of the evidence, it results clearly that claimant 
has failed to make out a case of present disability resulting from maltreat- 
ment whilst a prisoner of war. His evidence was unconvincing and his memory 
so clearly at fault in important respects, that I cannot reach a finding in his 
favour. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 10, 1932. 


CASE 2297—RALPH GREENWOOD 


The claimant was a Private in the 8th Battalion—Regimental No. 121. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 18 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 26, 1915, at the second Battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound 
in the leg. He states that he was also gassed. He was repatriated to England 
from Switzerland, December 7, 1918. He is in receipt of a 45 per cent dis- 
ability pension, amounting to $58.25 per month, based on neurasthenia and 
bronchitis. He was married in March, 1920, and has 2 children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was an apprentice printer, earning $700 or $800 per annum, and 
since his discharge has been employed in that trade, at a present salary of 
$51 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of frequent terms of 
confinement to dark cells on bread and water, and of being beaten, and con- 
tends that the chest condition induced by the gas was aggravated by the 
treatment he received. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was quite badly gassed when captured. Taken first to Roulers 
and then to Munster, he has no complaint as to his treatment there. After 
a few months he was sent to Dortmund, where he was invited with others to 
work in a coal mine. They refused to work and claimant, regarded as the 
ringleader, was questioned and punished for refusing to give information. He 
was made to stand before a looking glass for four hours and spent considerable 
time in confinement. For breaking tools while at work and attempted escapes, 
claimant was confined to cells, but does not appear to have encountered any 
particular physical brutality. In June, 1916, claimant was at Dulmen, where 
he underwent trial by court-martial and was given 14 days cells, apparently 
for the same refusal to give information. Upon serving his time he was sent 
to a camp in Poland, somewhere in the vicinity of Stettin. Refusing to work, 
he reported sick, was examined by the Swiss Commission, sent to Mannheim 
for observation and eventually exchanged to Switzerland as medically unfit. 
He was suffering with his chest. Claimant is very frank and while he con- 
siders he was subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner, attributes his im- 
paired health to general conditions and admits that much of his punishment may 
have been deserved. He expresses satisfaction with his treatment by the Board 
-of Pension Commissioners, but considers that he should receive a larger pen- 
sion and is fearful of the future and his inability to care for his family. 

The medical record indicates that; claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
bronchitis and sciatica. His percentage of disability is unstated and Dr. (name 
indecipherable), who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medical history files appear to indicate a condition of 
tuberculosis which however, has been arrested. He is in receipt of pension for 
neurasthenia and bronchitis, (sciatica, under consideration). 

After full consideration of the evidence, I have reached the conclusion that 
claimant’s present state of health is more the result of general conditions of camp 
life, than to any active maltreatment. As explained in Opinion annexed to my 
earlier report dealing with maltreatment cases, I do not consider that claimant 
has discharged the burden of showing a present disability resulting from mal- 
treatment. His case is a plea for augmentation of pension, with which this Com- 
mission cannot be concerned. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 8, 1932. 


CASE 2462—JOHN HAMMOND 


Claimant was a sergeant in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 24787. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 22, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but gassed and 
had several teeth knocked out. He was released to Holland in April, 1918, and 
repatriated to England November 18 of that year. He is in receipt of a 10 
per cent disability pension, amounting to $11.50 per month, based on heart 
trouble. He was married in June, 1919, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as a marine diver, earning about $34 per week and is now 
employed as an engine turner, averaging about $20 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of imprisonment with- 
out food in cells in the winter with no heat, scarcity of food, parcels stopped, 
compelled to stand at attention and several beatings and kicks. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent time at a number of camps, viz., Giessen, Meschede, Saltau, 
Bohmte, Asalage, Borstal and Hamelin. His chief complaint is as to the food 
received and the persistent and continued denial of parcels. He attributes his 
condition of health to such deliberate starvation. He was beaten on occasions 
and confined to cells but admits that these punishments were probably earned 
for attempted escapes and breaches of discipline. With other non-commissioned 
officers, claimant was made to stand to attention for long hours for refusing to — 
volunteer for work. He also speaks of being hitched to plows and made to do 
manual labour. Claimant’s heart and nerves have been impaired by his experi- 
ences. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical history files show that he is suffering from dis- 
ordered action of the heart (for which he receives pension). 

In this state of the record it is manifestly impossible to reach a finding 
in claimant’s favour. His disabilities, on his own statement, are nutritional in 
origin and for reasons explained in general opinion annexed to my earlier report 
upon maltreatment cases, impaired health resulting from such cause cannot 
be said to be due to maltreatment within the relevant sections of the Treaty 
of Versailles. Claimant’s recourse is properly before the Board of Pension. 
Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, the claim fails, and 
must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, September 6, 1932. 


CASE 2520--WALTER THOMAS HANLEY | 


Claimant was a private in the 60th Battalion——Regimental No. 467094. 
He enlisted June 3, 1915, at the age of 25 years and was taken prisoner August 
15, 1917, although he differs as to the date of his capture in completing his 
claim papers and in his verbal testimony. At the time of capture he was 
suffering from gunshot wounds in the face and in the shoulder, with loss of 
left eye. He was repatriated to England December 15, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 70 per cent disability pension, amounting to $89.50 per month for himself 
and family, based on the loss of his left eye, facial paralysis and psychoneurosis. 
He was married in September, 1920, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as a letter carrier at $72 per mouth, and is now in the parcel 
post department, at $103 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, inade- 
quate medical attention in German hospital, forced to work at cutting trees 
before he was fit, received slaps and kicks. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was badly wounded in the face when captured. He was taken 
to hospital at Friederichsfeld, where he remained about a month. He complains 
that he did not receive proper medical attention for his wound and infers that 
the disability is now greater than it would otherwise have been. He does 
state that he had about 12 operations in Germany and that dressings were 
done at frequent intervals. It is difficult to see what more could have been done 
for claimant. His eye was lost and facial paralysis resulted from his service 
wound. He complains that he was prevented from presenting himself before 
the Swiss Commission for transfer, by being moved from camp to camp. At 
only one camp, Cottbuss, was he compelled to do any work—for three days— 
cutting down trees. He did not receive his parcels and protests that the food 
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received was bad and insufficient. While he received a kick from time to time 
and was even slapped in the face, he does not ascribe any disability to these 
incidents. His claim is confined to lack of proper medical attention. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has lost his left eye, with 
deformity and left facial paralysis and suffers from psychoneurosis. His per- 
centage of disability is stated at 70 per cent in his own calling and at 100 
per cent in the general labour market. Dr. J. P. Brannen, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files are quite complete and indicate the treatment received by him for his 
wounds. The neurosis from which claimant suffers is related to and connected 
with his physical appearance. 

Claimant’s physical appearance and disfigurement arouses the greatest 
sympathy. His case, however, is purely a matter for the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. Claimant has not shown that his disability results from mal- 
treatment, nor that the original service disability has been aggravated by 
treatment received as a prisoner. I think the record shows that his captors did 
what they could for him. The injuries were such that not a great deal could 
be done. However sympathetically inclined it may be, this Commission can- 
not find maltreatment in the evidence submitted. The claim fails, and must be 
disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OTrawa, September 6, 1932. 


CASE 2592—JOHN CYRIL HARVEY 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 16494. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 31 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres. He states that he was superficially 
wounded in the head, and slightly gassed. He was exchanged to Holland on 
April 17, 1918, and repatriated to England January 29, 1919. He is in receipt 
of a 15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $17.25 per month, based on 
bronchitis and pulmonary fibrosis, and multiple fibromata. He was married in 
October, 1920, and has one child, aged 15 months. Prior to enlistment, he was 
an embalmer at $25 per week and all found except clothing. From 1920 until 
recently he was in the employ of the Canadian National Railways as a pipe 
fitter’s helper, earning on an average $20 per week, but he is now unemployed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that on one occasion 
he was ‘badly kicked in the stomach, and that he received beatings on frequent 
occasions, at times being rendered unconscious. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where he remained until 1917. 
He complains of a kick in the stomach by a guard because he was unable to 
work through illness. He was also beaten and confined to cells for refusing to 
give information as to prisoners who had escaped. To the first of these inci- 
dents he attributes a diseased appendix which was operated upon. Sent to 
Meschede, claimant was confined to cells for refusing to divulge information 
and twice beaten into unconsciousness. At Hameln, claimant received another 
severe beating and was knocked unconscious with a blow on the back of the 
neck. Sent to Muggenburgermoor, claimant has no complaints. To these beat- 
ings claimant attributes a most unusual condition known as multiple fibromata, 
which consists of lumps or tumours all over his body. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic pulmonary 
tuberculosis, fibrosis, sciatic neuritis, chronic bronchitis, multiple fibromata and 
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traumatic abdominal adhesions. His percentage of disability is estimated at 
from 50 per cent to 90 per cent. Both Dr. Warren B. Snyder and Dr. S. §. 
Spicer, who certify to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission. ‘The con- 
dition of fibromata referred to is apparently very rare and is probably not of 
hereditary origin. Both doctors seem to regard it as traumatic in origin and a 
disablement only in so far as the condition may indicate attacks of neuritis, 
from which claimant suffers. There is also some suggestion of impaired vision, 
but the trouble is congenital. Claimant’s medical history files refer to the lung 
and bronchial affections and the fibromata, which are declared to ‘be negligible. 

I have great difficulty in this case in determining whether the condition of 
fibromata does constitute a disability and whether it really is the result of the 
treatment received by claimant whilst a prisoner. That his health has suffered 
generally is clear, but I am inclined to think this was due to general conditions 
of camp life in Germany at the time. In the absence of more convincing and 
specific evidence of disability resulting from maltreatment, 1 am compelled to 
find that claimant has not succeeded in making out a case. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 6, 1932. 


CASE 2674—CAPTAIN JOHN B. B. DE M. HARVEY 


Claimant enlisted as a Private in August, 1915, at the age of 22 years, and 
two months later secured a commission in the 142nd Battalion and was seconded 
to the Royal Air Force in February, 1917. He held the rank of Lieutenant, and 
was taken prisoner May 9, 1917, shot down while flying over enemy lines and 
wounded in the right forearm. He was repatriated to England December 21, 
1918. He is in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to $15 per 
month, based on hmitation of movement in fingers, right hand, and weakness of 
hand and forearm from gunshot wound. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, 
he was employed as a bank clerk at a salary of $900 per annum, and after dis- 
charge resumed with the bank until January, 1929, at $2,000 per annum, when 
he left the bank. He is now a salesman on commission; average earnings at 
present about $200 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his wound was 
badly infected and was left without medical attention for a week after capture, 
and then treated twice a week instead of daily as it should have been, lack of 
food and non-receipt of parcels. An operation in Germany was badly performed. 
He now has a permanent disability as a result of neglect. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant confines his complaint to want of proper medical and surgical 
attention for his wounded arm in Germany. It is his contention that, had a 
proper operation been performed while he was held a prisoner, his disability 
would not now be as great as 14 is. He complains that his wound received no 
attention for a week, and that from that time forward it was dressed only 
occasionally. His period of captivity was spent first at Tournai, then at 
Hospital in Hamburg, followed by some time at Heidelberg and Clausthal 
Camps. He speaks of an operation to his arm by an eminent German surgeon 
at Hamburg, but contends that such operation was improper in that it did not 
include a bone graft, which was subsequently performed in Canada. It is 
suggested that a surgeon informed him that, had this operation been performed 
in Germany, his disability would have been less extensive. There is nothing 
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to substantiate this suggestion, and I am informed that it would have been 
bad surgery to perform such an operation within a year of the injury. 

The only medical evidence produced consists in a certificate of Dr. Robert 
H. Craig, which relates to a condition of tonsilitis for which Dr. Craig operated 
in February, 1922. This is clearly without relation to the claim put forward 
by claimant. His medical history files refer only to the arm condition, and 
nothing is to be found therein which would support the contention of improper 
medical treatment while claimant was a prisoner. 

In this state of the record it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. He has quite failed to show that his wounds were not 
properly cared for in Germany or that he was subjected to maltreatment. His 
disability is of service origin, and the record does not establish any aggravation 
thereto by reason of maltreatment. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 28, 1932. 


CASE 2463—ERNEST HAYWARD 


The claimant was a Private in the Middlesex Regiment (Imperial)— 
Regimental No. 9487. He first came to Canada in 1905, and was resident here 
until 1915. In that year he returned to England and enlisted there. He 
returned to Canada in August, 1919. He enlisted in March, 1915, at the age of 
19 years, and was taken prisoner September 25, 1917, suffering from a slight 
shrapnel wound in the left foot. He was repatriated to England in January, 
1919. He is not in receipt of pension, although he states he applied therefor 
in 1922. He is married but has no children. Prior to enlistment, he had no 
settled occupation, and since his discharge has done only odd jobs. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of rough handling by 
the guards, and of poor food and living conditions. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent some time at Brussels and Ghent, before being taken to 
Dulmen camp. Outside of the poor food, bad accommodation and general rough 
usage, he has no complaints. Sent on to Gustrow, and finally Birkenmoor, at 
which latter camp he remained for the remainder of his captivity, he was work- 
ing on railway construction. He complains of being hit and cut on the wrist 
by a guard, but this injury has left no disability. His main complaint is as to 
poor food conditions, living quarters and hard work, to which he ascribes a 
stomach condition. 

The medical evidence is furnished by letter from Dr. Geo. 8. Young, who 
finds claimant suffering arcus senilis. The blood vessel changes indicate a man 
older than the claimant is. Claimant has advanced arterio-sclerosis and an 
intestinal condition termed a “ nutritional defect.” Upon discharge claimant 
did not report any disablement due to service. 

That claimant suffered as a result of general conditions of food and life 
while in Germany is beyond question, but I cannot reach the conclusion that 
any present disability results from maltreatment while he was held captive. 
(See general opinion annexed to my earlier report upon maltreatment cases.) 
The case thus fails for want of proof to establish the essential elements. It 
must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 29, 1932. 
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CASE 2174—I. J. C. N. HAYWARD 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, from which 
it appears that he enlisted on March 9, 1916, and was taken prisoner on August 
23, 1917. Claimant has not completed the usual claim forms, nor has he 
appeared before the Commission, although he was given notice to appear at 
sessions held in Winnipeg on January 26, 1930, September 30, 1931, and Septem- 
ber 13, 1932. Letters addressed to him have remained unanswered. In these 
circumstances, the claim is disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 2626—HARRY HEIDMAN 


Claimant was a Lance-Corporal in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 109388. 
He enlisted November 28, 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded, and was repatriated to England December 4, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension, amounting to $11.50 per 
month, based on gastritis. He was married December 29, 1924, and has one 
child. Prior to enlistment, he was a grocery clerk at $15 per week, but was in 
the west harvesting at $3.50 per day when the war broke out. He is now 
employed by the Robert Simpson Company, of Toronto, at $24.50 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the bad food and 
of receiving burns on the leg while working in rolling mills from contact with 
hot plates, also of a scalded foot due to the deliberate act of a German work- 
man. His eyesight has become impaired due to the extreme heat during his 
work. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, was transferred to Munster, 
and sent out to an iron foundry, where he remained for the duration of his 
captivity. Apart from the food and hard labour, he complains of two incidents 
of maltreatment. On one occasion his leg was badly burned by two pieces of 
hot iron. It is not clear whether this was accidental or done deliberately by 
the guard. He received some, though he declares it was inadequate, treatment. 
Again he speaks of boiling water dumped on his foot, which also may have been 
accidental. He also complains of exposure to the heat in the foundry, and that 
he was compelled to wear wooden shoes. As a result of these experiences, 
claimant suffers from his stomach (for which he receives pension), complains 
of his back and of his eyes. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic gas- 
tritis, possibly duodenal ulcer and bears the scar of a burn on the left leg. 
His percentage of disability is stated at from 10 per cent to 25 per cent. Dr. 
S. M. Campbell, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. His certificate makes no mention of the back injury and declares 
that claimant suffers no lack of vision. The certificate of an occulist is filed, 
showing some diminution in vision. Claimant’s medical history files, apart 
from his pensionable disability, contain nothing unusual. 

The particular incidents related by claimant when he sustained burns to his. 
leg and foot have not been shown to cause permanent disability, nor do I 
think it can be said that these injuries were deliberately inflicted. The story 
is quite consistent with accident. There is no medical evidence of any injury 
to claimant’s back and the medical certificate filed discloses no loss of vision.. 
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I conclude that claimant has failed to discharge the burden of showing a present 
disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim, 
accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortawa, August 26, 1932. 


CASE 2590—THOMAS PRESCOT HENDRY 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier, who served as a trooper with the 17th 
Lancers—Regimental No. 5978 and the 2nd Life Guards—Regimental No. 13373. 
He was 34 years of age when he enlisted in 1914 and was taken prisoner 
October 19, 1914, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 28, 
1918, and came to Canada to reside in March, 1923. It was explained to him 
by letter dated April 1, 1932, as also at the time of his appearance, that the 
date of his arrival in Canada precluded him from submitting his case to this 
Commission. 

Upon further consideration, this view is now confirmed. The date con- 
stitutive of jurisdiction has been fixed as of January 10, 1920, date of. the 
ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, as is explained in my earlier Report 
dealing with maltreatment cases. The claim, therefore, fails for want of juris- 
~ diction. Reserving to claimant all other recourses, and, without deciding the 
case upon its merits, I must, therefore, disallow the claim in so far as this 
Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2394—ARTHUR HIBBERD 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier, who served with the Royal Munster 
Fusiliers—Regimental number 7211476. He was taken prisoner March 21, 1918, 
and was repatriated to England on December 4, 1918. It appears that he came 
to Canada to reside in September, 1927. For reasons which have been explained 
in my earlier report dealing with maltreatment cases, this Commission is with- 
out jurisdiction to entertain the claim. It is only in cases in which the 
claimants became resident in Canada previous to January 10, 1920, date of 
the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, that this Commission has authority 
to act. Moreover, claimant has not appeared before the Commission to 
substantiate his claim, and it fails for want of prosecution. Without deciding 
the case upon its merits, and, reserving to claimant any recourses he may have, 
the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2143—THOMAS JAMES HICKEY 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his attorneys. Claimant apparently enlisted October 9, 1915, as a 
Private in the 95th Battalion—Regimental No. 201187. He was taken prisoner 
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October 8, 1916, wounded in the right leg and left hand. No claim forms have 
been completed and no evidence was submitted. His attorneys have withdrawn 
the claim by general letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim is, accordingly, 
disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 1932. 


CASE 1988—C. D. HICKS 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant. He has 
never completed the usual claim forms and nothing further has been heard 
from him. From his military records, it appears that he enlisted on March 
30, 1915, was taken prisoner on February 6, 1916, and escaped on September 
5, 1918. Included with his medical file is a statement made by claimant upon 
repatriation reciting his experiences whilst a prisoner. 

Notice was given to claimant to appear before the Commission, but he 
failed to do so and has not replied to communications sent him since. In 
these circumstances the claim must be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 138, 1932. 


CASE 2500—FRANCIS G. HICKS 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his Attorneys. The usual claim forms have been completed by the 
claimant, from which it would appear that he enlisted September 22, 1914, 
was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, and repatriated to England on December 
16, 1918. Claimant was duly notified to appear at the sessions of the Com- 
mission held in Montreal, on May 25, 1932, but failed to present himself. The 
Attorneys representing claimant were unable to explain his absence. ‘The 
claim is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


) 


CASE 2373—ALBERT EDWARD HIPKIN 


Claimant served with the Imperial forces, having been a private in the 2nd 
East Surrey Regiment—Regimental No. 865. He had been in Canada since 
1910 and was visiting in England when the war broke out and enlisted there 
in September, 1914. He was taken prisoner May 24, 1915, unwounded but 
gassed, and was repatriated to England in December, 1918. He is not in 
receipt of pension, was married in March, 1919, and has four children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was engaged in farming and also as a florist’s shipper before his 
return to England on a visit. He is now a packer in a warehouse, earning 
$25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the lack of food, 
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long hours of labour, beatings with rifle butts and solitary confinement on 
bread and water for attempting to escape. He now suffers from loss of memory 
and stomach disorders. . 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant served as an Imperial, but has clearly shown that he was resident 
in Canada before the war and is thus entitled to bring his claim before this 
Commission. First taken to Munster, he complains generally of beatings, but 
does not claim any disability as resulting therefrom. He was then sent to Senne- 
lager, where he was knocked about by the Uhlans. His testimony does not in 
all respects coincide with his statement of claim as to the camps he was later 
sent to, but it would appear that he spent time at Kaiserworth, on a farm and 
at Minden, followed by Elberfeld, where he refused to work in a munitions 
factory, and was struck on the lip and served 21 days in cells. Returned to 
Minden followed by Dulmen, he complains of the work he was compelled to do 
and insufficent food. At Dulmen he speaks of the treatment as fair. For an 
attempted escape, claimant was beaten and confined to cells. As a result of 
these experiences, he suffers from dizziness, impaired stomach, and loss of 
memory. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “stomach trouble 
and loss of memory—absent minded.” Huis percentage of disability is stated at 
50 per cent. Dr. F. Vanderlip, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Certificate of Dr. Wm. A. Brydon is also filed to the 
effect that claimant is nervous, forgetful and absent minded. Claimant’s medical 
history files (being an Imperial) are not available. 

I do not find in the record evidence of maltreatment causing present dis- 
ability. Claimant was exposed to the usual conditions of camp life in Germany 
and was punished in accordance with the customary rules for an attempted 
escape. That his health may have become affected by the treatment received 
is probable, but I regard the case as one purely for the consideration of the 
Board of Pension Commissioners. He has failed to meet the requirements 
entitling him to reparation resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of 

war. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Ortrawa, August 29, 19382. 


CASE 2423—CHARLES HOCKLEY 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on November 27, 1914, was taken prisoner on June 2, 1916, was 
repatriated in England on November 23, 1918, and discharged on August 4, 
1919. Claimant has not pressed the claim, did not appear before the Com- 
mission, and notice of withdrawal of the claim was given on his behalf. The 
claim, accordingly, fails for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, August 18, 1932. 
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CASE 1982—JOHN C. HOGAN 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant on or about 
January 2, 1931. The usual claim forms were sent him, but have never been 
returned. ‘Claimant, from his military files, appears to have enlisted on Septem- 
ber 22, 1914, was taken prisoner on April 24, 1915, was repatriated to England 
on November 18, 1918, and discharged on March 27, 1919. His medical files 
reveal nothing unusual. He was given notice to appear before the Commission 
on two occasions, first for April 14, 1931, and second, for April 18, 1932, both 
at Toronto. Claimant failed to present himself and the claim must, accordingly, 


be disallowed for want of prosecution. 
| ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Otrawa, August 18, 1932. 


CASE 2058—ALFRED HOLMES 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. The usual claim forms have not been completed, but it would 
appear from his military files that claimant served as a Lieutenant with the 
Imperial Forces, and when captured was wounded in the right arm, buttock 
and back. Under date of February 16, 1932, his Attorneys advised that the 
claim was withdrawn. It is accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2236—J. H. HUGHES 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his attornevs. No information concerning the claimant is on file and 
the military authorities can furnish no report beyond the fact that he served 
as an Imperial soldier. His attorneys withdrew the claim by general letter 
dated August 17, 1931. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed for want of 


prosecution. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 1932. 


CASE 2457—WILFRID HARVEY HUGHES 


The claimant was a corporal in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 109404. 
He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 39 years, and was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, suffering from a gunshot wound in the face. He was exchanged 
to Holland May 7, 1918, and repatriated to England September 7, 1918. He is 
in receipt of a disability pension of 5 per cent, amounting to $5.75 per month, 
based on “necessity for care in stooping over due to saliva and liquid foods 
running from nose, following gunshot wound in palate, with sinus persisting.” 
He is married, and has one child, aged 21. He states that his occupation is that 
of a clerk, but at the time of enlistment he was a hired man on a farm, earning 
$20 per month. Since discharge, he has been employed as a clerk, successively 
with the D.S.C.R. at the Parliament Buildings, and at present with the Scarboro 
Public Utilities, where he is earning $35 per week. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he suffers from 
neurasthenia resulting from malnutrition. He states that for a period of some 
weeks he was confined with a large number of consumptive patients, and that 
it was not permissible to open the windows. He states also that his parcels 
were stopped. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — , 

After some time in hospital at Courtrai and Duisberg, claimant was sent 
to Dulmen camp. He has no complaints as to his treatment except as to rough 
treatment by a Doctor at Duisberg. Removed to Minden, Saltau and Hameln, 
as to the latter of which camps he complains bitterly of the food, which was 
denied prisoners because, as N.C.O’s, they refused to volunteer to work. Pun- 
ishment drill is also referred to as a hardship. Transferred to Bohmte and 
back to Hameln claimant speaks generally of bad living conditions and treat- 
ment. The basis of his complaint is that he suffers from neurasthenia due to 
malnutrition. 

Claimant has brought forward no medical evidence, not even the usual 
certificate of a doctor. His medical history files relate to the mouth injury 
received before capture, and while there is some reference to debility following 
his period of captivity, there is nothing to establish an existing disability at 
this time. 

Clearly, claimant has failed to make out a case of present disability result- 
ing from maltreatment whilst a prisoner. It is quite likely that the nervous 
condition of which he speaks follows from his service wound, and this is entirely 
a matter for the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim fails, and must 
be disallowed. 


HRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 8, 1932. 


CASE 2288—ROBERT FREDERICK CAREW HUNT 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 16317. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 42 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound 
in the right index finger. He states that he was also suffering from gas. He 
was repatriated to England March 25, 1918. He is in receipt of a disability 
pension, amounting to $37.50 per month, based on (1) Mental deficiency con- 
genital, not aggravated on service; (2) Pes cavus; (3) Myocarditis; (4) Vari- 
cose veins. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a beach 
guard at about $100 per month. Since his discharge he has been doing odd 
jobs, but is at present out of employment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him, He complains of bad food and living 
conditions generally, that he was compelled to work whilst unfit, and that he 
received no proper medical attention. He states that he suffiers from rheumatism 
and sciatica. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was 42 years of age when he enlisted and the strain of his period 
of captivity reacted unfavourably upon his health. He had great difficulty in 
recounting a consecutive and intelligible story of his experience. It would 
appear that he was first taken to Giessen. He does not complain of any 
particular brutality but alleges that he was engaged in very menial labour 
and did not receive any medical attention for rheumatism. He speaks of losing 
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teeth but does not explain how this occurred. He was sent to Zerbst camp, 
where he remained for eight months. He is very confused as to what happened 
here but appears to complain chiefly of the accommodation and unclean living 
conditions. Claimant next spent six months at Merseberg, where he again 
complains chiefly of living conditions. He was then transferred to Mannheim 
and to Switzerland. He complains of disabled feet, rheumatism and sciatica, 
and when asked to what cause he attributed these troubles states that “it was 
just general conditions. 

The medical reeord indicates that claimant suffers from callouses on both 
feet, varicose veins and rheumatism. His percentage of disability is stated at 
from 50 per cent to 75 per cent. Dr. R. W. Irving, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission. Further medical certificates have been 
filed which bear out the conditions noted. 

The claimant is no longer young, and I fear much of his disability must 
be attributed to advancing years, accentuated perhaps by certain congenital 
conditions. I do not find in the record, nor does his evidence disclose, in my 
opinion, any such maltreatment as would account for his present ailments. On 
the whole, as far as his story goes, he appears to have escaped particular 
brutality. I regard the case as one solely for the consideration of the Board of 
Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OTTawa, August 5, 1932, 


CASE 2284—EDWARD HURRELL 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 23395. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 30 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, wounded in the left thigh and 
suffering from gas. He was repatriated to England December 14, 1918. He is 
now in receipt of a 5 per cent pension, amounting to $7.50 per month, based on 
the wound in the left leg. He was married in November, 1924, and has four 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a diamond driller, earning 
$2,000 per annum, and since discharge he resumed this occupation, but was out 
of work at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper medical 
treatment, during an operation without anaesthetic. Suffered confinement to 
cells and exposure due to lack of clothing, and makes the usual complaint as to 
bad food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Taken first to Roulers and then St. Eloi, claimant has no complaints. 
Sent back to a hospital in Germany, claimant alleges that his leg was operated 
upon without anaesthetic. He was finally sent ‘to Straumuhl for the remainder of 
the war. He was not subjected to physical abuse and appears to have been 
given light work to do. In common with other prisoners, he served time in 
cells for minor breaches of discipline. He suffers now from his heart which he 
attributes to the strain of his experience in Germany. He also has a haemorrhoid 
condition which had its origin in Germany, due to exposure in damp cells. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from a heart condition 
said to manifest itself in an accelerated beat. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 75 per cent. Dr. G. E. Duncan, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared 
before the Commission. He confirmed his certificate as to the heart condition 
and the haemorrhoids but was unable to say, quite properly, whether these 
disabilities were of service or captivity origin. Claimant’s medical history files 
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show the disability resulting from his wound, and haemorohoids, his last 
examination upon discharge, however, declared “all systems normal.” 

In these circumstances it is clear that claimant has not established that 
his disability results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His health 
has suffered from the strain and wear of general condition of camp life in 
Germany and I do not regard this as entitling him to an award, for reasons 
set forth in general Opinion annexed to my earlier report upon maltreatment 
cases. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
As far as this Commission is concerned, the claim must be disallowed. 


HRROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 
Orrawa, September 8, 1932. i 


CASE 2153—ROBERT HUTCHISON 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. No information concerning the claimant was furnished nor was 
any evidence submitted. His attorneys have withdrawn the claim by general 
letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed for want of 
prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 1932. 


CASE 2521—JOSEPH INGHAM 


Claimant served with the Imperial forces, having been a Private in the 
Border Regiment—Regimental No. 6803. He came to Canada in 1910 and, 
being in reserve, was called to the colours in August 1914 and sailed for London 
to rejoin his unit. He was taken prisoner in October 1914 in Belgium, wounded 
in left index finger and hand. He was repatriated to England in January, 1919. 
He was in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to 8 shillings 
per week, based on the loss of his finger, but this was discontinued after his 
return to Canada. He was married in May 1931 and has one child, aged 2 
months. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a barber, at $15 per week, 
and is now a machinist’s helper, at $4.50 per day, but was unemployed at the 
time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of food, 
exposure, hard labour in stone quarries, beatings with rifle butts and the loss 
of his finger, which prevents his following the barber’s trade. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

While claimant served as an Imperial, he has established a pre-war resi- 
dence in Canada, which entitles him to advance his claim before this Com- 
mission. He served over four years as a prisoner, being held at Gottingen, 
Rammelsburg (sic), Oker and Hameln Camps, and working parties at stone 
quarries and smelting plants. His treatment, in hospital, for his wounded hand 
was fair, but he complains of the continuous deprivation of food, heavy labour 
and knocking about, inducing a general nervous condition, which incapacitates 
him. The loss of his finger was apparently of service origin. Claimant, as 
one of the first prisoners taken by the enemy, protests at the indignities heaped 
upon them by the civilian population. His complaints are quite general. 


86 REPARATIONS 1932 


The medical evidence indicates that claimant has lost his left forefinger, 
suffers from neurasthenia and has a lump behind the left knee. His percentage 
of disability is stated at 25 per cent. Dr. A. H. McCordick, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files are not available. 

The injury to claimant’s hand is of service origin and is not attributed to 
maltreatment. The knee condition remains unexplained. His nervous condition, 
I consider, results from his long period of captivity and the strain and duress 
of general camp conditions, rather than from what might be termed active 
maltreatment by the enemy. Viewing the case as a whole, I am forced to the 
conclusion that claimant has not been successful in showing a present disability 
resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim must, accord- 
ingly, be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, September 15, 1982. 


CASE 2484—GEORGE IRVING 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his Attorneys. No information regarding the claimant has been filed of record. 
Under date of March 8, 1932, these attorneys notified the Commission that 
the claim was withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8th, 1932. 


CASE 2502—HARRY H. JAMES 


Claimant was a Private with the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 24951. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound 
in the left leg. He was repatriated to England August 8th, 1916. He is in 
receipt of a 75 per cent disability pension, amounting to $95.75 per month, 
based on his wounds, osteomylitis ribs, loss of one kidney and nephritis. He was 
married in June 1917 and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was em- 
ployed as a wire worker at 25 cents per hour and is now a patient in St. Annes 
Hospital, although previously he was foreman’s messenger, at $24 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of delay and harsh treat- 
ment before he received medical attention for his wounds. Had several operations 
without anaesthetic. Was inoculated against typhoid and a swelling developed 
in the left breast. His leg was still discharging when he was sent home. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant’s wounds were first attended by a comrade, but he was left on the 
field 18 hours, before being taken to a dressing station at Roulers. He recounts 
an incident which occurred while he still lay on the field. In attempting to 
guard his head with his arm from a blow, he was struck on the arm, breaking it. 
He complains that he did not receive proper treatment for his arm. Taken to 
Paderborn hospital, his leg was put in splints but he avers that the treatment 
was so inadequate that a permanent shortening has resulted which should have 
been avoided, in part at least, with proper treatment. Claimant also spent time 
in Kaiserhoff hospital at Strauhmuhl, Senne, Minden, and Friedrichsfeld camps. 
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He complains that inoculation given him for typhoid induced tuberculosis and 
suggests that this treatment was deliberate. Apart from the blow which broke 
his arm, claimant does not complain of other brutality and confines his com- 
plaint to inadequate medical care, which has resulted in disability to him. 

Claimant has produced no medical evidence and relies upon his pension files 
as establishing his present condition. These documents refer only to claimant’s 
service wound in the leg and treatment for osteo-myelitis. There is no mention 
of the fractured arm and apparently no disability results therefrom. 

In this state of the record, I do not consider that claimant has made out a 
case of disability resulting from maltreatment. His leg was treated in Germany 
and he has not shown that any better result could have been obtained with 
different treatment. As to the osteo-myelitis, it is highly improbable that this 
could have resulted from the inoculation referred to and it 1s significant that the 
operation for this condition took place in 1923. On the whole I consider claim- 
ant’s case as one purely for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commis- 
sioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, it must. be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OrTrTawa, September 19, 1932. 


CASE 2392—JOHN EUSTACHE JARVIS, MC. 


The claimant was a Lieutenant at the time of capture, serving with the 2nd 
Northamptons. He enlisted in Canada, in August 1914, at the age of 22 years, 
as a private in the 11th Battalion—Regimental No. 21620. He was taken prisoner 
March 26, 1918, unwounded, and was repatriated to England about the middle 
of December 1918 after being held prisoner for nine months. He was at first 
in receipt of an 100 per cent pension but this has been reduced to 50 per cent, 
amounting in all to $57 per month, based on pulmonary tuberculosis. He was 
married October 30, 1920, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a bank clerk, earning about $100 per month and after discharge he 
returned to the bank at an increased salary and quarters. He resigned and is 
now employed as deputy clerk of the Court and deputy Sheriff at about $125 
per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that the present con- 
dition of his health is due to the needlessly unsanitary camp conditions, the 
overcrowding, and starvation diet, all of which he contends could have been 
ameliorated by the Germans. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 9 months, first at Bohain, 
France, then at Rastatt and finally at Graudenz. He does not complain of any 
particular acts of physical brutality, but attributes a weakened chest condition 
and general debility to poor and inadequate food and general conditions of camp 
life in Germany. He refers chiefly to the first month of his captivity as being 
particularly trying. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers or has suffered from 
pulmonary tuberculosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent 
in his own calling and at 100 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. F. H. 
Moore, who certified to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files show that the tubercular condition is apparently 
arrested but that he suffers from marked debility. 

From the evidence of record, I think it follows that claimant’s present 
condition may probably be attributed to general conditions of camp life and food 
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in Germany. As explained in general Opinion annexed to my earlier report 
dealing with maltreatment cases, I do not regard these conditions as constituting 
maltreatment entitling claimant to an award. His recourse is clearly before the 
Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 6, 1932. 


CASE 2279—JOHN NEVILLE JAYNES 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 16785. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, and was repatri- 
ated to England November 29, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He is 


unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged in the garage business, earning ~ 
up to $200 per month, and after discharge resumed his business and now makes 


about $1,000 per year. 
He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 


has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, forced 


labour, and beatings. Suffers from a slight rupture due to heavy lifting. 
An analysis re the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was taken to Giessen camp and sent to Alteno, where he remained | E 


for the duration of his captivity. He was made to work tending the fires in | 


the foundry and complains chiefly of the poor food and excessive work. He was 


knocked about, as were other prisoners, but does not ascribe any disability to this 
treatment. He also declares that he became ruptured through heavy lifting’ 


and was given a truss for this injury by the German doctor. As a result of’ 
his experience, he complains of stomach trouble, the rupture, and states that” 


he is depressed and melancholic. 
The medical record indicates that claimant has a left inguinal hernia. His} 


percentage of disability is stated at from 5 per cent to 10 per cent. Dr. H. P. 
Swan, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission: 
Claimant’s medical history files disclose no disability, his health, upon dis- 
charge, being declared to be good. Moreover, upon examination of claimant 
by the medical adviser to the Commission, no present trace of hernia was dis- 
cernible. b 

In this state of the record, it is quite impossible to find that claimant was 
subjected to maltreatment which has resulted in permanent disability. The 
hernia spoken of was of accidental origin and there is no evidence that he wa 
improperly treated therefor. Claimant’s remaining complaints have to do with 
food conditions whilst a prisoner, and I do not consider that he has made out / 
case of maltreatment in this respect. (See general Opinion annexed to mf 
earlier report upon maltreatment cases). The claim must, accordingly, be dis 


allowed. : 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, F 
Commissioner. 
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Ortrawa, September 21, 1932. ae 


CASE 2280—PERCY C. JAYNES 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 16784. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 28 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded, and was 


FURTHER REPORT 89 


repatriated to England November 29, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He 
was married in 1919 and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he worked on his 
father’s farm and since discharge he has been farming for himself but had no 
stated income. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been stabbed 
in the thigh with a bayonet, after capture, and of the usual bad food and abuse 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp, and spent his period of captivity at 
attached commandos, Alteno and Grenhausen. He complains chiefly of the 
poor food, and long hours, while engaged in working on the iron furnaces. He 
does not complain of any acts of brutality or physical violence but recounts an 
incident which occurred during a melee with the guards. He was pricked by a 
bayonet in the hands of a guard. No disability has resulted from this injury. 
As a result of his experiences claimant declares that he cannot sleep at night and 
has bad dreams. He also suffers from rheumatism which he ascribes to his 
stomach condition, resulting from bad food. 

The medical record indicates that claimant shows the marks of a bayonet 
wound in the thigh and suffers from moderate neurasthenia. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 50 per ment. Dr. H. P. Swan, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files 
show no disability, his final examination upon discharge declaring “all systems 
normal.” 

I do not find in this record evidence of maltreatment resulting in dis- 
ability. That clarmant was undernourished and made to do hard work is 
proven, but, as explained in general Opinion annexed to my earlier Report on 
maltreatment cases, I cannot regard general conditions of this nature as mal- 
treatment. The claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Jrrawa, August 13, 1932. 


CASE 2494—EWEN MACNIDER JELLETT 


Claimant was a Private with the lst C.M.R.—Regimental No. 117031. He 
snlisted in January, 1915, at the age of 22 years, and was taken prisoner June 
4, 1916, at Sanctuary Wood suffering with shrapnel wounds in the right 
“houlder and face. He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. He is in 
‘eceipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amounting to $30 per month, based 
‘n loss of vision in left eye due to injury while a prisoner. He was married 

uly 3, 1930, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
“lerk earning $85 per month, and is now in a clerical position with the Royal 
“rust Company at $1,750 per annum. 
He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 

asulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that while forced to work 
_1 the coal mines he was struck in the eye by a stick which he was cutting and 
“ue to lack of medical treatment he lost the sight of the eye. The German 
decialist who finally examined him stated that the sight was lost due to delay. 
His present employers do not guaranitee to include him in a pension fund should 
he become totally incapacitated as to sight while in their employ. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was attended for his wounds at Julich hospital and has no com- 
plaints of his treatment. Sent on to Stendal, he complains only of the food. 
He was then sent to Merseberg, to which camp he remained attached for the 
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entire period of his captivity, the greatest part of which time—over two years— 
he spent at a coal mine—Mucheln—near Merseberg. Claimant does not com- 
plain of any physical violence to himself but attributes the loss of the sight in 
his left eye to neglect and lack of treatment by his captors. The eye was injured 
by a splinter of wood which struck it while claimant was engaged in chopping 
wood. Although bleeding profusely in the eye no medical attention was given 
claimant for three weeks, when he was finally sent to the hospital at Halle. It 
was then too late to do anything for the injured eye, but such treatment as 
could be given him he received. The result has been permanent blindness in 
that eye. Claimant speaks of conditions in the mine as very bad, which is 
consistent with other evidence available as to the coal mine camps. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has lost the sight of his left 
eye as the result of a traumatic cataract thereof. Dr. $8. H. McKee, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, but his statement is 
fully borne out by claimant’s medical history files. Claimant reported the 
occurrence upon repatriation and his statement agrees closely with his testimony 
before the Commission. 

The injury to claimant’s eye and the resultant disability have been clearly 
proven. It is extremely difficult to say whether further treatment at the time 
of or immediately after the accident might have saved the sight, and I am 
inclined to the view, that the evidence shows that the initial injury was so 
severe that no earlier treatment would have availed to save his sight. I am 
informed that operative treatment under service conditions, if indicated shortly 
after the time of injury, might have given claimant more sight, but, on the other . 
hand, the eye might have been completely lost. At worst, therefore, failure to 
operate was purely a matter of judgment. Claimant has thus failed to show 
such inadequate treatment as would amount to maltreatment. The claim fails 
and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, October 3, 1932. 


CASE 2290—MRS. NELLIE JERVIS 


Claim is made by the widow of the late George Jervis, who died at Edmon- 
ton, Alberta, on February 27, 1925, for the loss of her husband’s life, which is 
alleged to have resulted from his treatment whilst a prisoner of war in Germany. 
The deceased was an Imperial soldier, who served with the Royal West Surrey 
Regiment—regimental number 22618. He came out to Canada in July 1921 
and was followed some months later by claimant and their ‘three children. 

There is no evidence of record indicating the treatment received by the 
deceased in Germany, apart from an affidavit executed by him on December 23, 
1924, which discloses that deceased was taken prisoner on September 25, 1917 
wounded in the left forearm and side of face. He was repatriated in March 1919. 
end complains chiefly of starvation and exposure whilst a prisoner. From the 
medical certificate he would appear to have died from tuberculosis, which is 
ascribed to conditions during his period of captivity. 

It was explained to claimant at the hearing that this Commission was 
without jurisdiction to entertain the claim, because her late husband had been 
an Imperial soldier and had only become resident in Canada in 1921. As set 
out in my earlier report upon maltreatment. cases, the date constitutive of juris- 
diction for this Commission in dealing with Imperial soldiers, who later came 
to Canada, is January 10, 1920, date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles. 
_ For this reason, the claim cannot be allowed. There is, however, another reason 
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for disallowance. A claim for maltreatment as a prisoner of war is personal to 
the victim and does not pass to his legal representatives. Clearly, therefore, the 


present claim must be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, September 4, 1932. 


CASE 2303—ARTHUR JODOIN 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113322. He 
enlisted in December 1915 at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 
i916, wounded in the left leg and head, and was released from Germany 
November 17, 1918. He reached England on the 30th of that month. He is now 
in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to $380 per month, 
based on his war wounds. He was married February 15, 1924, and has four 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a lumber grader earning $31 
per week and since discharge he has been out of work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper treatment of his 
wounded Jeg, of being discharged from hospital before his wounds were healed 
and subjected to abuse and confinement. He served in all 315 days confinement 
for slight breaches of discipline. He now complains of nervous disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was quite badly wounded in the head and leg when captured. 
Upon regaining consciousness he found himself in Mannheim hospital. He com- 
plains that he did not receive proper or adequate treatment for his injured leg, 
although he does indicate that some treatment was given him. Sent to Stuttgart, 
where he remained for the duration of the war, he again complains that his wounds 
did not receive proper attention in hospital, but his chief grievance is that he 
was kept in confinement for minor infraictions of discipline and he declares that 
he so served 315 days. He made two attempts to escape and was given 90 days 
and 21 days upon recapture. The remaining time he served because he refused to 
give information concerning other prisoners. He does not appear to have been 
subjected to any particular physical brutality and attributes a present 
neurasthenic condition to the confinement referred to. He cannot sleep or work, 
is restless and irritable. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from traumatic 
psychoneurosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. John 
S. Smith, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission, con- 
firmed the statement contained in his certificate, and seemed to be of opinion 
that claimant’s condition might result from his treatment whilst a prisoner. There 
is also a neurological report on file of Dr. M. H. Hepburn, who declares that 
“from his story he (claimant) does not appear to have been very badly treated 
while a prisoner and his manner during the recital does not suggest that he was 
repressing anything’. This was precisely the impression created by claimant 
before the Commission. 

Claimant served long periods in confinement, some of which he undoubtedly 
merited, and I do not think that the medical evidence justifies the finding that 
his present nervous state is due to such confinement. The strain of prison camp 
life upon all prisoners was considerable, but loss of health due to general con- 
ditions alone, even if fully proved, is not sufficient to entitle claimant to an award. 
(See Opinion upon maltreatment cases annexed to my earlier report). I consider 
the case, as one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As 
far as this Commission is concerned, the claim cannot be allowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 6, 1932. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2575—HARRY ALEX JOHNSTON 


Claimant was a Private in the Ist C.M.R.—Regimental No. 106321. He 
erlisted December 1, 1914, at the age of 18 years, and was taken prisoner June 
2 1916, suffermg from a gunshot wound in the left shoulder. He was released 
to Switzerland in June, 1918. He is in receipt of a 50 per cent disability 
pension, amounting to $71.75 per month for himself and family, based on his 
war wound, epilepsy and hernia. He was married June 23, 1919, and has five 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a farmhand in Western 
Canada, earning about $20 per month and board. He is now out of employment 
due to frequent seizures, but had been raising chickens. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being beaten for 
not divulging information, was given confinement in cells where he first suffered 
seizures. Received further confinement for passing bad German money and 
was beaten with rifle butts; also deprived of parcels. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant spent the first 9 months of his captivity in Stuttgart hospital 
and the remainder in Stuttgart camp and at Frankfurt. He has no complaint of 
his treatment in hospital but in camp was thrown into cells for refusing to 
divulge information as to a comrade. He was beaten but suffered no permanent 
disability. It was here that he was taken with a “seizure,” and has been 
similarly troubled ever since. It has not been made clear precisely what these 
“seizures” are. He was beaten when found to possess bogus German money, 
which he had received from French prisoners. At Frankfurt, claimant received 
no beatings. He complains chiefly of the “seizures,” from which he still 
suffers, affecting his earning capacity. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has a healed service wound 
and suffers from epileptic seizures. His percentage of disability, due to this 
condition is stated to be total. Dr. G. A. McQuilhan, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files show the service injury with some reference to the “ seizures.” 

I do not think it necessarily follows from the evidence of record that the 
“ seizures ” of which claimant complains, were the result of maltreatment whilst 
« prisoner. Their nature and origin have not been explained but are more 
probably hysterical in character. I do not think that it is a fair inference to 
ascribe them to maltreatment. The case is one for the consideration of the 
board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, 
the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 10, 1932. 


CASE 2574—DAVID JOHN JONES 


Claimant was a Private in the 28th Battalion—Regimental No. 426647. 
He enlisted March 26, 1915, at the age of 32 years, and was taken prisoner 
June 6, 1916, suffermg from gunshot wound in the right shoulder. He was 
released to Holland June 2, 1918 and reached England on June 8. He is in 
receipt of a 85 per cent disability pension, amounting to $49 per month, based 
on his service wound in the shoulder. He was married at the time of enlist- 
ment and has now four children, the eldest about 19 years of age. Prior to 
enlistment, he was an electrician, earning $104 per month, and is now doing 
time labour in a cotton mill, earning about $18 per week. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that although kept in 
hospital all the time during his imprisonment his treatment was bad, and, 
for refusing to work, he was struck with a bayonet, suffered from exposure in 
a hut during the winter, as the floor was covered with ice and was given but 
one blanket. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was a hospital patient during the whole period of his captivity, 
at the following camps:—Mosgelle, (sic) Courtrai, Ohrdruf and Langenselza. 
He does not complain particularly of improper medical treatment though 
he does say that paper bandages were used and that his shoulder was operated 
upon without the use of anaesthetics. He declares that at Langensalza he was 
struck with a bayonet by a guard for refusing to work because his wound was 
still open. He admits, however, that this incident has left no disability and 
the medical evidence confirms the fact. He complains of one other incident 
only, which occurred during the winter of 1916-17, when he was placed, and 
made to sleep in a hut, with no fire, and ice on the floor. When asked whether 
this was a hospital, he declared that it was so called. This exposure brought 
on a cough, but it cleared up and he is now without chest disability. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from his shoulder 
injury (received on service) and bears a scar over 12th right rib. His per- 
centage of disability is stated to be total in his own calling and from 334 per 
cent to 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr..D. Allison, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical 
history files deal fully with the shoulder injury referred to, without mention 
of any other disability. 

If the claim was put forward with a view to showing that lack of proper 
medical attention has resulted in a greater disability than would otherwise 
exist, it fails completely. The incidents of maltreatment related by claimant 
have not resulted in any disability and claimant clearly is without right before 
this Commission. His case is one purely for the consideration of the Board of 
Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Otrawa, October 10, 1932. 


CASE 2545—HARRY JONES 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 

enlisted on September 22, 1914, was captured on April 24, 1915, suffering from 
gas, was repatriated to England on December 30, 1918, and discharged on April 
11, 1919. Claimant was notified to appear before the Commission at its Toronto 
sessions on April 21, 1932, but failed to do so. His attorneys were unable to 
explain his absence. In these circumstances, the claim must be disallowed for 
want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, August 18, 1932. 
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CASE 2172—HENRY JOSEPH JONES 


Notice of claim was reecived from the above named claimant, from which 
it appears that he was a private with the 8th Battalion—regimental number 
1487. He has never completed the usual claim forms. He was advised to 
appear before the Commission at its Winnipeg sessions, but wrote stating that 
he did not propose to press the claim. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed for 
want of prosecution. 


a ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Ottawa, August 4, 1932. 


CASE 2490—ROBERT JONES 


Claimant served with the Imperial Forces, having been a Private in the 
King’s Own Royal Lancesters—Regimental No. 21679. He came to Canada 
in 1912, enlisted in November, 1915, at the age of 28 years, and was taken 
prisoner April 9, 1918, at Festubert, wounded in the left leg. He was released 
to Holland December 24, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. At the time 
of enlistment, he was a widower with one child, now of age. He was remarried 
in February, 1919, and has four children of the second marriage. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a car-cleaner earning from $60 to $75 per 
month. He is now doing car-cleaning outside work at about $3.50 per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food and 
exposure, resulting in bronchitis. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

While claimant served with the Imperials, he has established a pre-war 
residence in Canada, which entitles him to put forward his claim before this 
Commission. He was a prisoner in Germany for about 8 months. After 
receiving some attention for his wounds at a dressing station, he was sent 
to Soltau camp, where he was sent out to work on the moors and complains 
of exposure to the weather, digging in the water and poor food. He does not 
complain of any particular brutality but attributes a rheumatic condition to 
the wet and exposure during his period of captivity. In his statement of claim 
he declares his ill health to be the result of poor food. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
resulting in rales over both lung areas. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 25 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour 
market. Dr. C. D. Robbins, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files are not available. 

It is manifestly impossible to reach a finding in claimant’s favour. He has 
not connected any present disability with maltreatment whilst a prisoner of 
war. The mere fact that his health may have suffered as a result of general 
conditions of camp life in Germany, does not entitle him to reparations, though, 
in an appropriate case, it may give him entitlement for pension. As far as 
this Commission is concerned, the claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Cominissioner. 


Orrawa, September 15, 1932. 
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CASE 2665—THOMAS ALBERT JONES 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 109423. He 
enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 16 years, and was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, suffering from flesh wounds in the back and legs. He was released 
to Switzerland in December 1917, and repatriated to England June 15, 1918, 
suffering with tuberculosis. After discharge he received a small pension which 
has been discontinued. He was married in 1922, and has one child. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed by the T. Eaton Company of Toronto, earning 
$8 per week, and is now an electrician’s helper at $22.50 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings while 
engaged in farm labour, confinement for 12 hours in a cold cellar, followed by 
nine days solitary confinement in a dark cell on bread and water. Now suffers 
continually from chronic bronchitis. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 18 months, spent in various 
prison camps. He was first sent to Friedrichsfeld, then to a working party 
near the Dutch frontier, and was later transferred to various camps as to which, 
however, he has no complaint. His main grievance is in regard to the punish- 
ment to which he was subjected in the spring of 1917 on a farm where he had 
been sent to work. He declares that for refusing to work, because the prisoners 
were not given their parcels, he was beaten and was confined in an ice cellar 
from early morning until four o’clock in the afternoon with four other prisoners. 
It was intensely cold and the prisoners were not adequately clothed. He com- 
plains that as a result of this exposure he has sustained injury to his health, 
chiefly a chest condition. He also mentions blows received and confinement to 
cells on bread and water. He was in hospital at Frankfurt and gained the 
impression that he was suffering from a lung condition and was finally trans- 
ferred to Switzerland, apparently as a tubercular patient. 

The medical evidence discloses that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and general debility, his percentage of disability being stated at 75 per cent 
in his own calling and at 40 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. D. C. 
Murray, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files disclose that he suffered from general weak- 
ness and partial loss of function of the respiratory system. ‘There is a sug- 
gestion that he may have contracted tuberculosis but, on examination after 
discharge, no tubercle bacilli were found in his sputum. The pension originally 
eranted claimant was for debility following bronchitis and insufficient diet. 
Claimant apparently commuted his pension. 

I ‘do not find that there is sufficient evidence in this record to justify 
a finding that claimant’s condition is a result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner 
of war. ‘The isolated incident of one day spent in an ice cellar does not, in 
my opinion, necessarily imply that claimant contracted tuberculosis as a result 
thereof. In any event, that condition is now quiescent. That claimant’s general 
health may have been affected by his period of captivity in Germany is possible, 
but as this results, in my view, from the general conditions of camp life, it 
cannot be regarded as maltreatment within the meaning of the relevant sections 
of the Treaty of Versailles. (See Opinion annexed to my earlier report upon 
maltreatment cases). I regard claimant’s case as one entirely for the attention 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is con- 
cerned, it must accordingly be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Cominissioner. 
Orrawa, August 8, 1932. 
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CASE 2501—GEORGE E. JUDGE 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. The usual claim forms have been completed, from which it 
appears that claimant enlisted on March 15, 1915, was taken prisoner on 
June 2, 1916, and repatriated to England on December 16, 1918. Claimant 
was notified to appear at the sessions of the Commission held in Montreal 
on May 25, 1932, but failed to present himself. His default has remained 
unexplained. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


HRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 19382. 


CASE 2381—LAWRENCE J. KANE 


Claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 24372. He 
enlisted in August 1914, at the age of 24 years, and was taken prisoner April 22, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound in the 
left eye and gas. He was released in April 1918, to Holland, and reached England 
November 18 of that year. He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, 
amounting to $34.50 per month, based on loss of vision in the left eye. He was 
married in March 1928 and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a theatre treasurer at $35 per week, and since discharge attempted several 
jobs and is now a collector at $80 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of several beatings with 
rifles, fists and bayonets, and was stabbed in the throat and still carries the scar. 
Was starved, deprived of parcels and forced to do hard labour, and when he went 
on strike was singled out as a ringleader for special punishment. Was confined: 
to a small steam room for five days on bread and water, was frequently 
threatened with death. Had to wear wooden clogs, had two ribs fractured by a 
blow with rifle butt, served several periods of solitary confinement and now 
suffers from extreme nervous trouble and stomach disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Meschede, where he spent some time in hospital 
and in Camp, without particular incident. He was then sent to Giessen Camp, 
to which he remained attached for two years. At Giessenheim Kolen quarry, 
claimant, accused of being a ringleader in an organized refusal to work, was put 
in prison where he was beaten by the guards, and declares that he was stabbed 
in the face and throat, from which he still bears the scars. Sent back to Giessen, 
claimant served 7 days in cells and was sent out on a farm, thence back to 
Giessen and Meschede, and finally to Bohmte. Here, while there was no physical 
brutality, punishment parades were frequent. He complains of his stomach, 
which he attributes to the poor and inadequate food. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffered from stomach and 
intestinal troubles, which required operative treatment. This condition is attested 
by the certificates of several physicians. Dr. A. D. Falkner also appeared before 
ihe Commission and spoke of an acute obstruction of the bowels which necess- 
itated an operation in December 1922. He considers the condition as due to the 
gas received by claimant at time of capture, but admits such result is unusual. 
Claimant’s medical history files show the loss of an eye (service). There is no 
reference to the gastric condition, which developed much later. 

I think it is clear from the evidence that claimant’s ailments are of nutritional 
origin. As explained in Opinion annexed to my earlier report dealing with mal- 
treatment cases, I do not regard disabilities so resulting as falling within the 
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category of maltreatment. It is even difficult to connect this condition directly 
with claimant’s experiences whilst a prisoner. I regard his case as one for the 
consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission 
is concerned, it must be disallowed. f 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commussioner. 
Orrawa, September 20, 1932. 


CASE 2474—HUBERT RICHARD KEARNEY 


Claimant was a Private in the 39th Battalion—-Regimental No. 412611. He 
enlisted in January 1915 at the age of 20 years, and was taken prisoner June 2 
1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 9, 1918, having 
escaped from Germany in November of that year, after the Armistice. He is in 
receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension, amounting to $11.50 per month, based 
on otitis media. He was married October 28, 1927, and has one child. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a farm labourer, earning about $10 or $15 per 
month. Since discharge he has tried various jobs but had been unemployed for 
seven months at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the bad food, and of 
being compelled to work at riveting which caused deafness in the right ear. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained for 6 weeks 
and complains only of the food. Transferred to Duisberg, he was employed in 
the Railway shops at riveting, for the duration of his captivity. He contends 
that the noise of the riveting injured his ears from the concussion and although 
he complained he was kept at the work. He was subjected to no physical abuse 
but asserts that his present deafness is due to being kept at this work. Claimant 
declares that he does not consider that he is getting enough pension. His claim 

is confined to his ear condition. 
| Claimant has produced no medical evidence and relies entirely upon the 
medical reports contained in his pension files. These indicate an injury to the 
ear, which is of a permanent nature, the place of origin being stated as Germany. 

It was explained to claimant that this Commission has nothing to do with 
pensions, because claimant was chiefly concerned with obtaining an increased 
pension. It is clear from the record that the claim is purely a pension matter. 
His injury cannot be said to be due to any active maltreatment on the part of the 
enemy, but rather to have resulted from his employment whilst a prisoner. The 
claim fails, and must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 18, 1932. 


CASE 2420—JAMES KELLARD 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier who served, as a Private, in the 18th 
Lancashire Fusiliers—Regimental No. 33277. He enlisted in England but had 
established a domicile in Canada in 1908. He joined up in January, 1916, at 
the age of 23 years, and was taken prisoner in July, 1916, on the Somme, 
unwounded. He was repatriated to England in December, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 50 per cent disability pension, amounting to $57.50 per month, 
based on chronic bronchitis and neurosis. He was married October 20, 1920, 
and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed, in Canada, as a 

61083—7 


98 REPARATIONS 1932 


railway car checker, earning $100 per month, and since discharge he worked 
for a time with the Canadian National Railways but is now employed in the 
Vet Craft shops, averaging about $11 per week. 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of kicks and beatings, 
of having had a tooth pulled injuring his jaw, forced to do hard labour on 
insufficient food. Received bad beatings on the head and back from rifle butts 
and still suffers periodic headaches and back trouble, was also wounded in the 
arm by a bayonet. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


While claimant served with the Imperials, it is proven that he had been 
resident in Canada prior to the war, and returned after discharge. After capture, 
he was taken to Cambrai, followed by Dulmen. He complains that his mouth 
was injured upon the unskilful extraction of a tooth and that the food was bad. 
Sent to Schneidemuhl, he was engaged in chopping wood and complains of the 
heavy work in wooden clogs, the bad food and poor barrack accommodation. 
Claimanit’s memory is bad and he tells a confused story of beatings and on one 
occasion of being run through the arm by a bayonet in the hands of a guard. 
At a chemical factory, he was compelled to do work too heavy for his strength 
and complains of being beaten for not working fast enough. Later, after a 
nervous breakdown, claimant was sent to Stettin hospital, where he remained 
3 months. He was then sent to Altdamm camp where he completed his period 
of captivity. He suffers from nervousness and headaches. 

The medical evidence is contained in claimant’s pension files. A report 
of Dr. W. Baillie indicates that claimant is of the highly emotional type, 
suffers from chronic bronchitis with moderate degree of emphysema, moderately 
severe neurosis and general debility. There is also filed, certificate of Dr. J. J. 
Matheson, dated December 9, 1924, bearing out the nervous condition, and 
expressing the opinion that the disability is probably 40 per cent. 

In this state of the record, it 1s difficult to reach a finding that claimant’s 
condition is due to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I am more inclined 
to think that it is the result of the stress and strain of general life in the various 
prison camps. His health has certainly been affected but I find that claimant 
has not established such maltreatment as would entitle him to an award from 
this Commission. His case is, more properly, a matter for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commisisoners. The claim must, accordingly, be dis- 
allowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


: Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 7, 1932. 


CASE 2482—D. KIDD 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, but the usual 
claim forms have not been completed nor are there any particulars concerning 
him of record. He was notified to appear before the Commission at its Toronto 
sessions on April 21, 1932, but failed to do so. The claim, accordingly, fails 
for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, August 18, 1932. 
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CASE 2451—JOHN P. KING 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. The usual claim forms have not been completed, but it appears 
from claimant’s military files that he enlisted on November 20, 1915, was taken 
prisoner on September 17, 1916, and repatriated to England on November 30, 
1918. Claimant was notified to appear before the Commission at its Toronto 
sessions, on April 21, 1932, and again at the Montreal sessions, on May 26, 1982, 
but failed to present himself. His default has remained unexplained. The 
claim is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


HRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2522—WALTER R. KINGSLAND 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant. The 
usual claim forms have been completed, from which it appears that claimant 
held the rank of Lieutenant with the 84th Squadron R.A.F. He was captured 
on November 8, 1917, and repatriated to England on December 25, 1918. 
Claimant was notified to appear before the Commission at its Montreal sessions, 
on May 26, 1932, but failed to present himself. He was again notified on 
September 21st of his default to appear, but has not made any further effort 
to submit his claim. It is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commusstoner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2613—WILLIAM KIRBY 


Claimant was a Corporal in the 14th Battalion—Regimental No. 26218. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 22, 1915, unwounded but gassed. He was released to Holland in March, 
1918, and reached England November 18 of that year. He is in receipt of 
a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to $28 per month, based on heart 
trouble. He was married at the time of enlistment and now has three children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a pattern maker (Engineering) at 
$1,200 per annum, and since discharge has been able to get only casual employ- 
ment at his trade. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of punishment for 
refusal to work, bad food, starvation, confinement, exposure, forced to work at 
point of rifle, kicked, compelled to stand at attention and deprived of clothes in 
winter. He now suffers from nervous disorders and insomnia. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Meschede Camp, where he remained 2 months 
and has no complaints. Removed to Giessen, where he remained about 6 months, 
he complains of harsh treatment on a farm, being made to sit on a stool for long 
hours for refusing to work, beaten with bayonets and exposure to the weather. 
Sent on to Saltau, followed by Lichtenhorst, Hestenmoor and Diephol Moor, he 
complains of being made to march in wooden shoes with injury to his feet, and 
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confinement to cells for complaining as to rough treatment. He was repeatedly 
struck and knocked about. He now complains of general debility and declares 
that he is no longer able to carry on with his work. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “neurasthenia 
and mental fatigue; lack of concentration, vertigo and insomnia, low spirited, 
motor, undue fatigue, sensory; there is some parasthesia, palpitation, flushing, 
sweating, throbbing of vessels.” His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per 
cent. Dr. Frederick Forbes, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before 
the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show a heart affection, which 
is said to have originated in Germany from excessive marching and exposure, 
ageravated probably by an attack of influenza in 1918. 

Claimant undoubtedly encountered rough treatment and was exposed to con- 
ditions of life which were very harsh, but I cannot say, from the record, that his 
present state of health is the result of maltreatment. Injury to health which 
results from the duress of general conditions of life in Germany is clearly the 
subject of pension, but does not give rise to reparations unless the conditions 
were so unreasonable and deliberately cruel as to warrant such a finding (See 
Opinion annexed to my earlier report on maltreatment cases). Claimant has 
failed to discharge the burden of showing a present disability resulting from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The claim must, accordingly, be dis- 
allowed 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commassioner. 
OTTAWA, September 15, 1932. 


CASE 2296—JAMES HILLIARD F. LACEY 


The claimant was a Private in the Royal Canadian Dragoons—Regimental 
No. 114840. He enlisted in December, 1914, at the age of 28 years, and was taken 
prisoner March 238, 1918, suffering from a shrapnel ar in the knee. He was 
repatriated to England on January 4, 1919. He is not in receipt of disability 
pension and has hitherto made no application therefor. He was married in 
November, 1919, and has one child, aged 10 years. Prior to enlistment, he was 
engaged in farming on his own account, and since 1921 he has been a Dominion 
Civil Servant, at a salary of $1,200 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of poor and 
insufficient food, and of having been compelled to work when unfit to do so, and 
states that his general physical condition has been lowered as a result. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a prisoner for a comparatively short time, but his experiences 
appear to have been very harassing. He speaks chiefly of the treatment at 
Flavy le Martel as brutal and inhuman. Made to work long hours at unloading 
munitions, the prisoners were poorly fed and inhumanly treated by the Camp 
Commandant, who insisted upon drill parades after working hours. Claimant 
also spent time at Semeries du Nord, Stendal and Merseberg (coal mines). He 
charges blows from bayonets and kicks, but sustained no permanent disability 
therefrom. It is of the hard work and lack of food that he complains most 
bitterly, attributing to these experiences a nervous condition, which still troubles 
him. 

The medical record indicates that claimant’s nervous system is impaired. 
Dr. W. Ross Stone, who certifies to the foregoing, declares that claimant suffers 
from a “burnt out and unstable nervous system”, which he attributes to claim- 
ant’s experiences as a prisoner of war. He states that there is nothing definitely 
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affected, and that recently claimant has begun to regain weight and his nervous 
equilibrium. He rates claimant’s percentage of disability at 25 per cent. 

The difficulty in this case is to attribute claimant’s condition of health to 
his short period of captivity. Undoubtedly he was subjected to abuse, but I am 
not satisfied that he has established a present disability resulting from such 
treatment. He has failed to discharge the burden of showing both elements— 
maltreatment with resultant disability—necessary to an award. Viewing the 
case as a whole, I think it fails, and the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROLL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, August 7, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2594—ALFRED FRANK LAMERTON 


Claimant was a Corporal in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27153. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 vears, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but slightly gassed. 
He was released to Holland April 15, 1918, and reached England December 
27 of that year. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in August, 1919, 
and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a clerk with 
the Canadian National Railways, at $50 per month, and is now a claims agent 
for the same railroad at $225 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of food, heavy 
labour in stone quarries where he was repeatedly beatent, compelled to wear 
wooden clogs, solitary confinement for attempted escape, and was compelled to 
stand at attention for 12 to 14 hours per day. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen and to a stone quarry, where he com- 
plains of the nature of the work he was compelled to do. Hung in mid-air over 
the face of a cliff, as much as 12 hours per day, he was also beaten for not 
| working fast enough at digging. This work has had a serious effect upon his 
nerves. Later when non-commissioned officers were relieved from manual labour, 
an effort was made to force them to work. Long hours on parade, in wooden 
shoes, was resorted to, and eventually claimant did go out on a farm, with the 
object of escaping. He made several unsuccessful attempts, was confined to cells 
and beaten upon recapture, and made to stand to attention for long hours. Sent 
to Meschede, followed by Bohmte, claimant refers to the treatment at the 
latter camp as very severe. He was not badly beaten but complains of the 
punishment drill. At Mehenberger, claimant, with others, was hitched to and 
made to drag waggons. As a result of these experiences he complains of his 
nerves, but admits that this condition is improving. He also has stomach trouble 
which is distressing. 

The medical evidence is very scant and consists merely in a note from Dr. 
J. D. Christie to the effect that he attended claimant in January, 1929, when 
claimant complained of “being nervous, loss of sleep and irritable”. Claimant’s 
medical history files are silent as to any nervous condition and refer only to 
rhinitis and some nasal obstruction. 

The elements necessary to establish a claim for reparations, i.e. maltreat- 
ment followed by disability, are lacking in this case. The injury to his health— 
and the medical evidence in regard thereto is very inconclusive—is the result 
of general conditions of camp life in Germany and cannot be ascribed to mal- 
treatment. The claim, if any, is one purely for the consideration of the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. Before this Commission, it fails and must be 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 4, 1932. 
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Claimant was a Private in the 87th Battalion—Regimental No. 3010024. 
He enlisted May 14, 1917, at the age of 19 years, and was taken prisoner August 
8, 1918, unwounded but slightly gassed. He was repatriated to England Decem- 
ber 13, 1918. He is not in receipt of a pension. Was married in December, 
1921, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
labourer at 45c per hour and is now doing odd Jobs, not steady work, and earns 
about $4.00 per day when working. He was born in the United States and came 
to Canada to enlist, and upon return took a vocational course in motor mechanics 
at Montreal for seven months and then returned to his home in New York State. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that while working 
in an iron mine he received a blow on the head with a shovel, which mjured his 
nose and left a scar which he still carries. He now suffers severe headaches and 
cannot work around motors and often has to abandon work on account of them. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a prisoner for about four months, which time he spent mostly 
at iron mines near Joffre in Belgium. He complains of one incident of mal- 
treatment, when he was hit over the head with a shovel by a guard because he 
had allowed a truck to run off the tracks. He declares that his nose was injured 
and has been crooked ever since, that he suffers from headaches which he 
attributes to this blow and is now unable to carry on with his vocation as a 
motor mechanic. It is rather curious that claimant, who is a United States 
citizen, should have enlisted with the Canadian forces, after the United States 
had entered the war. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has a “scar of scalp wound 
over right temple, evidently a fracture of outer plate of cranium’. His per- 
centage of disability is stated at 15 per cent. Dr. F. F. Finney, of Malone, 
N.Y. who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. 

It is not clear from the evidence, in what manner claimant’s nose could have 
been broken from the blow alleged, which has left a scar on the temple. His 
experiences as a prisoner, apart from this incident, do not appear to have been 
unduly harsh. Claimant has failed to discharge the burden of showing a present 
disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war.. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 19, 1982. 


CASE 2428—HAROLD LAWRENCE 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113352. He 
enlisted in July, 1915, at the age of 16 years, and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 8, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of pension, was married October 22, 1919, and has five children. 
Prior to enlistment, he had just finished school and was recently employed as 
a truck driver earning about $4 per day. He is now out of employment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of heavy labour at 
bridge building, lack of food, exposure through lack of clothes, deprived of 
parcels and struck across the face with gun butts, leaving two scars because 
it was thought he was implicated in the escape of a fellow prisoner. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where, apart from the food, he 
has no complaints. Transferred to Engers, he was employed in bridge building. 
He complains of exposure and over work. For refusing to divulge information 
as to an escaped prisoner, he was beaten and bears scars over his right eye 
and bridge of the nose. He was also stripped to the waist and made to stand 
in the sun and was so badly burned that a patch of tan across his shoulders 
is still in evidence. He was also made to stand facing a wall, refused food and 
drink till finally released on the doctor’s orders. For an injury to has head 
from a blow, he received no medical attention, and developed blood poisoning. 
He was struck on the finger, during a scuffle, by a bayonet in the hands of a 
guard and was again denied medical attention. As a result of these experiences, 
claimant complains of bronchitis and a pain over the heart, attributed to 
inoculation in the left breast. The sun burn referred to does not constitute a 
disability. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from bronchitis— 
almost continuous inoculation injury over left pectoral muscle, and bears evi- 
dence of severe tan over shoulders. His percentage of disability is stated at 
15 per cent in the general labour market and at nil in his own calling. Dr. 
Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. Upon 
his last medical examination he was declared to be “all systems normal.” 

I do not regard the bronchial condition of which claimant complains as 
necessarily having its origin in Germany, or as due to any maltreatment to 
which claimant was subjected. He was roughly treated, but I cannot find in 
the story of his experiences evidence of maltreatment, and in the sequel the 
disabilities spoken of are not serious. On a view of the whole case, I consider 
the claim fails. It is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 11, 1932. 


CASE 2488—MAURICE LEE 


Claimant was a Corporal in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 276630. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but slightly 
gassed. He was exchanged to Holland in April, 1918, and reached England 
November 23 of that year. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in 
May, 1919, and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was a machine 
operator, earning an average of $28 per week, and since discharge has tried 
various jobs but has been unemployed since 1980, and lives with his brother- 
in-law. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being beaten with 
rubber hose for refusing to work on munitions, injury to his feet as a result 
of being compelled to wear wooden clogs, confinement and standing at attention 
for 10 hours per day for attempting to escape, solitary confinement, bad food 
and stoppage of parcels. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, to which he remained attached 
for about two years. Sent out to work on a supposed farm, claimant found it 
to be a muntions factory (Altena). With others, he refused to work, was beaten 
with a hose pipe and knocked down a flight of stairs, with injury to his back, 
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from which he still suffers. He was confined to cells and made to stand to . 
attention for long hours in an effort to induce him to work, as also for an 
attempted escape. Claimant also complains of punishment drill in wooden clogs, 
which produced sores, but has left no disability. Sent to Meschede and Verle 
(sic), he was given cells alleged to be by way of reprisal. He declares he spent 
90 days in cells. Returned to Meschede, thence to Saltau and Bohmte, claimant 
complains of exposure to the weather for refusing to volunteer to work, but 
admits that he was not beaten. Claimant also spent some time at Meyenberger 
and Hameln camps, at the former of which he complains of being made to haul 
wagons. He complains of the injury to his back, the condition of his nerves 
and stomach and sick headaches. 

The medical evidence is meagre, consisting of a certificate of Dr. W. E. 
Pearson, dated November 30, 1931, to the effect that he attended claimant in 
February, 1920, and in October, 1920, for neurasthenia, dyspepsia, and ulcera- 
tion over arches of both feet. Claimant’s medical history files reveal nothing 
unusual. Upon examination at time of discharge he is noted as “all systems 
normal.” 

In this state of the record, I cannot find that I would be justified in recom- 
mending an award to claimant. According to his evidence, his chief disability 
is the injury to his back and yet his claim papers are silent as to this disability, 
his medical record contains no mention of it and the certificate of Dr. Pearson 
does not refer to any such injury. There is no permanent disability to his feet, 
chiefly referred to in his claim papers. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before 
the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, 


the claim must be disallowed. 
ERROL M. MecDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 1962—RICHARD LEIGH 


The claimant was a Private in the R.C.R.—Regimental No. 454739. He 
enlisted July 2, 1915, at the age of 38 years. He was taken prisoner October 
8, 1916, on the Somme, unwounded. He was repatriated to England November 
24,1918. He is not in receipt of pension, but intends applying therefor. He is 
unmarried. Prior to enlistment he was a railroad labourer earning about 
$20 per week, and resumed similar work after discharge but was unemployed 
at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of an injury to his 
ear while working in the coal mines. A chute fell and struck him on the head. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant complains of one incident of maltreatment only, which occurred 
while he was working in coal mines at Friederchsfeld. He was employed upon a 
coal chute and, being inexperienced, had difficulty in doing the work. In some 
manner, not explained, he was hit on the head by the chute and knocked uncon- 
scious, with injury to his right ear. The occurrence was an accident, but 
claimant contends that he did not receive medical care for the injury and that 
his hearing has been permanently affected by reason of such neglect. He has 
no complaint as to his general treatment, except as to lack of food and hard 
work. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic otitis media, 
with discharge in right ear and some affection of the left ear. His percentage 
of disability is stated at 35 per cent in his own calling and at 25 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. R. Grant Lawrence, who certifies to the foregoing, 
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did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files show that. 
claimant has defective hearing due to otitis media, but the cause is declared to 
be shell explosion and the origin France. The injury is therefore attributed 
to service. 

I am not satisfied that the condition of which claimant now complains was 
traumatic in origin. I am advised that the condition usually results from infec- 
tion. Even on claimant’s statement, the blow he received was accidental, 
and I do not find in the record any evidence to show that he received 
inadequate or improper treatment. ‘Claimant has failed to discharge the burden 
of showing a present disability resulting from maltreatment. I regard his claim, 
if any, as one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassvoner. 
Orrawa, August 13, 1932. 


CASE 2438—REUBEN ANGELO LEVER 


Claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion. He enlisted in August, 1914, 
at the age of 28 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second 
battle of Ypres, unwounded, and was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of pension, was married December 5, 1914, and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was farming in British Columbia but was just 
getting things going when the war broke out. He is now an office furniture sales- 
man, earning $37 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, an abscess 
on the right breast as the result of German inoculation, exposure in bad weather 
with insufficient clothing, hard labour in ditches half full of water, forced labour 
in smelter on 12 hour shifts where he collapsed due to heavy work. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp. He complains that as the result of 
an inoculation unskilfully performed he developed an abscess of the breast, which 
has permanently injured his lung. After 8 months he was removed to Celle lager 
and thence to Friestadt and Vehnemoor. As to Friestadt camp he has no com- 
plaints, but insists that the heavy work, exposure and living conditions have 
unfavourably affected his health. From Hameln camp, claimant was sent to 
Halle, where he complains that the conditions were very harsh, the work too 
heavy and the food inadequate. While in a state of exhaustion from overwork 
he was hit by a guard for not working fast enough. He was taken to hospital 
and sent to barracks without any medical attention. He says that his entire 
body contracted and came out in knots and it was only through the strenuous 
efforts of his fellow prisoners, who rubbed him for hours with embrocation, that 
he finally came through. He also speaks of punishment in the form of parades 
after a day’s work, done with a view to wear down the resistance of the prisoners. 
As a result of these experiences, claimant suffers from his nerves and stomach, 
which he ascribes to overstrain. Claimant made a very full statement upon 
repatriation, which is of record. In this document he stressed the heavy and 
continuous labour he was. called upon to perform. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and has had one attack of pneumonia and pleurisy, instability of stomach, 
bowels, accompanied by constipation. His percentage of disability is stated at 
25 per cent. Dr. G. F. Richardson, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical examination upon discharge shows 


105 REPARATIONS 1932 


“all systems normal” except integumentary system, and that he had made a 
complete recovery from the chest condition ascribed to the inoculation referred to. 

From a careful comparison of the statement made by claimant upon re- 
patriation with his testimony before the Commission, I am of opinion that 
claimant suffered harsh treatment of a general nature and was compelled to do 
very arduous work, but I am not convinced that he was subjected to such mal- 
treatment as has resulted in permanent disability to him. His claim for impaired 
health, if any, is properly a matter for the consideration of the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, the claim fails and must 
be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 10, 1932. 


CASE 1991—HARRY B. LOCKWOOD 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, from which 
it appear that he enlisted in 1917 at London, Ontario, was taken prisoner on 
October 1, 1918, and remained in Germany for about six weeks. He is in receipt 
of full pension disability for tuberculosis of the lungs. Claimant did not com- 
plete the usual claim forms, did not appear before the Commission and in reply 
to a letter addressed to him on October 5, 1931, signified his desire to cancel the 
claim. It is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, August 4, 1932. 


CASE 1996—M. D. MacCHARLES 


Notice of claim was received from the above named, from which it appears 
that he enlisted on April 10, 1915, served with the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental 
number 111350, was taken prisoner at Mount Sorrel on June 2, 1916, and was 
repatriated to Holland in May 1918. 

Claimant has not completed the usual claim forms although requested so to 
do, nor has he presented himself before the Commission in answer to notices 
sent him to appear at sessions held at Halifax, N.S. on May 18, 1931, and 
Truro, N.S. on June 17, 1932. In these circumstances, the claim must be dis- 
allowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


i Commissioner. 
OrTawa, August 31, 1932. 


CASE 2273—LEROY MacDONALD 


The claimant was a Lieutenant in the Royal Air Force. He enlisted in 
September 1914 at the age of 22 vears. His plane was brought down and he 
was taken prisoner February 16, 1918, shot through the leg and smashed up 
the right leg below the knee. He was repatriated to England in November 1918. . 
He is not in receipt of pension but intends making application therefor. He 
was married in October, 1921, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was 
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employed as a clerk in a jewellery store, at a salary of $100 per month, and is 
now a jeweller’s manager at $150 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention to his wound and being forced to walk while the wound was still open. 
Also of improper dental treatment which developed into infected tonsils which 
resulted later in their removal and an operation removing the appendix. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about ten months, the first few 
weeks whereof he spent in ‘hospital at St. Leo. He does not complain of the 
treatment, but protests that he was made to walk before his wounds had properly 
healed. Sent to Karlsrhue and then Mainz, he has no complaint as to brutality, 
but alleges that dental treatment which he there received brought about later 
poisoning of the tonsils and teeth, which necessitated operations upon his return 
to Canada. He also complains of inadequate food which lowered his vitality. 

The medical evidence consists in the certificate of Dr. L. G. Gunne, to the 
effect that in 1929 he removed claimant’s tonsils which were badly infected, and 
in 1931 performed an appendectomy upon claimant. Another certificate of Dr. 
N. W. Snider, surgeon dentist, attests that in June, 1930, he extracted a lower 
second molar on the left side, the root canals of which had been filled with cotton 
filling which was causing an infection at the apex of the roots. 

It will be observed that the medical certificates are of comparatively recent 
date, and do not, in my opinion, establish any connexity between claimant’s 
experiences in Germany and his present condition. Both the tonsils and the 
teeth may well have become infected from other causes. Claimant has failed to 
discharge the burden of showing a present disability resulting from maltreat- 
ment whilst a prisoner of war. His claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 7, 1932. 


CASE 2078—GEORGE R. E. MacFARLANE 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his attorneys. Claimant apparently served as an Imperial soldier, 
Regimental No. 2811757, Seaforth Highlanders. He was a reservist having 
first enlisted March 13, 1912. He went to France August 20, 1914, and was 
taken prisoner August 26, 1914, suffering with a gunshot wound in the jaw. No 
claim forms have been completed and no evidence produced. His attorneys 
have withdrawn the claim by general letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim 
is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 1932. 


CASE 2019—RODERICK MacIVER 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant on or about 
January 5, 1931. The usual claim forms were sent to him, but have never been 
returned. Claimant appears to have served with the Imperials, but no par- 
ticulars are available as to his military or medical records. He was notified to 
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appear before the Commission at its Toronto sessions, on April 15, 1931, and 
again for April 1982, but failed to present himself. The claim must, accordingly, 
be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OrTawa, September 7, 19382. 


CASE 2660—PATRICK JOSEPH MADDEN 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113377. He 
enlisted July 24, 1915, at the age of 25 years, and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, at Ypres, suffering from a gunshot wound in the chest. He was repatriated 
to England in December 1918. He is in receipt of a 20 per cent disability 
pension amounting to $23 per month, based on his war wounds and neurosis. 
He was married in January, 1930, and has two children, one a step-child. Prior 
to enlistment, he was empioyed as a teamster, earning $13 per week. He is now 
unemployed and on relief. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, forced 
labour while ill, and compelled to do heavier work as punishment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Cologne hospital, where he remained 6 months. 
He has no complaint as to the medical treatment received. Sent to Stendal 
camp, he was set to work digging potatces and complains that he was com- 
pelled to work when unfit. Later at Wittenberg, at a farm, he makes the same 
complaint. Claimant was not beaten and complains mainly of the hard work 
and lack of food. He spent some time at a sugar factory, at Quedlinburg and 
Rendenberg camps, without special incident. He now complains of the condition 
of his stomach and nerves. 

There is no medical evidence or record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s pension and military files show the wound for which he 
is pensioned and refer to a heart condition. 

Claimant was very doubtful in presenting his case whether he could qualify 
for reparations and the record indicates quite clearly that his apprehension in 
this respect was correct. Whatever disability claimant suffers at the present 
time is attributable to service or is nutritional in origin, and is purely a matter 
for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. He has not 
shown maltreatment while a prisoner with resultant disability. The claim fails 
and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2298—JAMES MacFARLANE MARR 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 18219. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 32 vears, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, neither wounded nor gassed. He 
was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is in receipt of a 70 per 
cent disability pension based on arthritis, colitis with appendicitis, divestienlitis 
and cholecystitis, amounting to $89.50 per month for himself and family. He 
was married February 3rd, 1919, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, 
he was engaged in farming but is unable to state his income and since discharge 
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he resumed this occupation but is unable to continue working, owing to his 
disabilities. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being beaten with 
rifles, bad food, starvation and exposure. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:—- 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at Giessen, Celle, Wehnemoor, 
Brockhofe (sic), Saltau, and Oldenbruck. It is only at Brockhofe that he 
complains of brutality, when he was hit several times with the butts of rifles 
over the leg. While painful at the time, the injuries received do not appear 
to have left much, if any, disability. Claimant’s main complaint is that the 
food was so bad his health has suffered. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers very greatly from 
intestinal troubles, for which he is in receipt of pension. Certificates of 
Drs. A: M. Day and A. H. Meeney have been filed of record. Claimant’s 
medical history files bear out the findings above noted. 

After careful consideration of the evidence, I have reached the conclusion 
that claimant’s present condition is due to nutritional causes. As pointed out 
in general Opinion ‘annexed to my earlier report dealing with maltreatmient cases, 
I do not consider that lack of proper food, unless deliberately imposed, is to be 
regarded as maltreatment. This condition was quite general. Claimant has 
failed to discharge the burden of showing that his present condition results from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His claim is one for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is con- 
cerned, it must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 7, 1932. 


CASE 2682—JOHN THOMAS McCARTHY 


Claimant was born in Newfoundland and served with the Imperial Forces, 
having been a Private with the King’s Liverpool Regiment--No. 306928—8th 
Battalion. He came to Canada in 1900 and was employed in Nova Scotia, 
and in 1915 was in the Merchant Marine and enlisted in the Imperial Army 
while his ship was at Liverpool. He was taken prisoner in August, 1916, on 
the Somme, unwounded. He was repatriated in December, 1918. He was for a 
time in receipt of a small pension of 3 shillings sixpence per week based on 
neurasthenia, but this has been discontinued. He did not return to: Canada 
until 1928 with the harvesters, having applied too late for repatriation. He 
is unmarried and has worked as a coal miner and seaman, but since discharge 
has not done much of anything. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, hard 
labour in coal mines, complains of iliness and was forced to stand at attention 
15 hours per day for 15 days until he could no longer stand. Worked in the 
ecke ovens and fell through weakness and burned his elbow. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:-— 

Claimant has not completed the usual forms, nor has he submitted any 
medical evidence. He appeared before the Commission and asked permission 
to relate his story. His evidence was given in a confused manner and he 
appeared greatly distraught. As far as could be made out, claimant spent 
time at Dulmen and Schniedemuhl camps, as to which he does not complain. 
From Kottbuss, he was sent to coal mines at Burbach where he complains 
of the hard work, which he was unable to perform. He was punished by being 
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made to stand to attention until he collapsed, was taken to the doctor, who 
ordered him back to work. Sent to work on the coke ovens, he accidentally 
fell upon some hot metal and was in barracks for two weeks. Eventually he 
was sent to a farm, where the treatment was fair. He suffers from his stomach 
and nerves. Claimant has no family, appears to have been a wanderer and 
is mentally deficient. As stated, there is no medical evidence of record, nor 
are claimant’s medical history files available. 

In this state of the record, while expressing the greatest sympathy for 
claimant in his unfortunate condition, it 1s impossible to reach a finding in his 
favour. The connexity between his present condition and his experiences in 
Germany has not been established and I am compelled to find that he has not 
made out a case entitling him to reparations. The claim is, accordingly, dis- 
allowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 2, 1932. 


CASE 2505—JOHN WESLEY McCONEGHY 


Claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 23423. He 
enlisted in August 1914, at the age of 82 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from shrapnel wounds in the 
left leg and right thumb. He was repatriated to England December 3, 1918. He 
is not in receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a plasterer, earning from ten to fifteen dollars per day. Since 
discharge he tried his former trade but could not continue, earned from three 
to four dollars per day at labouring for a time but had been unemployed for 
four months at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being beaten and 
struck over the head with the miners’ lamps while working in the coal mines 
and locked under the coke ovens until he was overcome with gas, eyesight 
affected. Is now unable to do hard work. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant complains that immediately after capture, while being taken 
back he was hit in the stomach with the butt of a rifle by one of his captors and 
still suffers from this blow. His testimony is very confused and it is difficult 
to determine whether the incident referred to occurred during or after capture. 
He was taken to Munster Camp, where he complains of the food, but it is 
chiefly at-a camp named Castrup (sic) that claimant complains of maltreat- 
ment. He worked in the coal mines, underground for 8 months, and speaks 
of constant beatings but admits that he hit a guard, under provocation, and 
was severely beaten and punished. He was removed to the coke ovens where 
he complains of the work as very arduous and the treatment brutal. For refus- 
ing to work as required he was several times placed in cells beneath the coke 
ovens and suffered intensely from the heat and confinement. He was also made 
to stand to attention at a post for long hours. Claimant’s story is very in- 
coherent and it is difficult to follow the recital of his experiences, but I gather 
that he attributes to his enforced work on the coke ovens a generally weakened 
resistance and a curious ailment which he refers to as a “swelling of the breasts” 
which is still painful and incapacitates him. He speaks also of nervousness, 
debility, sleeplessness and gastric troubles. 

The medical evidence consists in the affidavits of 3 physicians. Dr. Gordon 
S. Jackson confines himself to the statements made to him by claimant and is 
unable to state any degree of disability. Dr. A. P. Murtagh diagnoses claimant’s 
condition as psychasthenia, without, however, fixing any percentage of disability. 
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He refers also to some impairment of vision. Dr. J. A. McInnes finds claimant 
suffering from general weakness and debility caused by gas poisoning and that 
he has enlarged stomach and is troubled with gastritis and distention—vomits 
after meals. He rates claimant’s percentage of disability at 50 per cent. Claim- 
ant’s medical history files shew nothing unusual. 

It is perhaps unfortunate that claimant has given so unsatisfactory, and, in 
some respects conflicting, testimony. The impression gained from his evidence, 
which is confirmed upon a perusal of the transcript thereof, is not favourable to 
his pretentions. When this testimony is supported by medical evidence, vague 
and indeterminiate, the difficulty of reaching a conclusion favourable to claimant 
is evident. After very careful consideration I am of opinion that claimant has 
not made out a case of present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. Whatever claim he may have 1s a matter for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROLL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 16, 1932. 


CASE 2523—CHARLES McCONNELL 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27232. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 25 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24th, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas. He was 
repatriated to England in December 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was 
married in November 1923 and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was em- 
ployed as a machinist, earning about $85 per month, and is now assistant fore- 
man, at $180 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of labour in the salt 
mines when he injured his leg in an accident and received no medical attention. 
The leg still troubles him and breaks open periodically due to neglect at the 
time of injury. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Roulers, thence to Gottingen camp, to which 
he remained attached for the greater part of his period of captivity. Sent out 
on working parties, at one of which, Worbus salt mines, claimant’s leg was 
injured accidentally. He complains that he received no medical attention for 
the injury and still suffers somewhat therefrom. He does not complain of any 
acts of brutality and declares that a prisoner who complied with orders escaped 
punishment of this kind. He was also at a sugar-beet factory, out of Cassel 
camp, and eventually found his way tc a farm. He complains now of some 
slight disability in his wounded leg. 

There is no medical evidence of record. Claimant was advised, at the 
hearing, to obtain and produce a medical certificate establishing such disability 
as he suffers from. This he has failed to do. Claimant’s medical history files 
show nothing unusual. He is declared, upon examination at time of discharge, 
to have been fit. 

In these circumstances, it is clear that claimant has not made out a case of 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner resulting in present disability. He has thus 
failed to discharge the burden resting upon him and the claim fails. It must be 
disallowed. 

ERROLL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 2, 1932. . 5 
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CASE 2151—J. A. McGILLIVRAY 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. The usual claim forms have not been completed and there is no 
evidence concerning the claimant of record. Under date of February 16th, 1932, 
claimant’s attorneys advised that the claim was withdrawn. It is, accordingly, 
disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROLL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2141—LAWRENCE McINTYRE 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9635. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 19 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but slightly gassed. He 
was repatriated to England November 25, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, 
was married July 31, 1922, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a timekeeper-stenographer, at $600 per annum, and after discharge 
was employed as a railway fireman, now laid off, and employed as a stationary 
engineer, at $23 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that he was struck 
in the groin by a rifle butt and kicked just after capture, was starved and had 
to eat bad food causing digestive disorders. Was compelled to work in the mines 
and suffered kicks and blows, suffered exposure to wet and cold and endured 
3 days solitary confinement with resulting nervous disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Giessen Camp, to which he remained attached for 
the duration of his captivity. Except for a period of 3 months spent at Lauren- 
berg, claimant was at Giessen. He was employed at Giessen as an orderly in 
‘the hospital and has no complaint of his treatment while there. At Laurenberg, 
for refusing to work in the mines, he was struck and beaten and complains of 
the long hours and exposure, from which he developed a cold resulting in a 
present condition of chronic laryngitis and rheumatism. Claimant also refers 
to incidents immediately following his capture as constituting maltreatment, 
when he was kicked by a guard in the private parts, but apparently without 
causing permanent injury. Claimant complains that the experiences related 
have resulted in an impaired heart condition, his throat is bad and he suffers 
from his nose. 

Claimant has produced no medical evidence, declaring that he has been 
treating himself and is unable to bring forward any medical evidence. His 
medical history files speak of acute nasopharangitis and variococele, the latter 
of which ailments is said to have been’ present prior to enlistment. It also 
appears that claimant’s nose was broken previous to enlistment. 

In this state of the record, I am unable to reach a finding in claimant’s 
favour. The evidence shows that for the greater part of his captivity, claimant, 
whilst an orderly, received very fair treatment, greatly superior to that received 
by other prisoners. The medical evidence does not justify an award to claim- 
ant, and, having regard to all the circumstances, I am of opinion that the claim 
fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 25, 1932. 
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CASE 2154—PTE. McINTYRE 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his attorneys. No information concerning the claimant has been furn- 
ished nor was any evidence submitted. His attorneys have withdrawn the 
claim, by general letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim is, accordingly, dis- 
allowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OrtTawa, August 9, 1931. 


CASE 2471—A. McKAY 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his attorneys. No information regarding the claimant has been filed 
of record. Under date of March 8, 1932, these attorneys notified the Commis- 
sion that the claim was withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed for want of 
prosecution, 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ortawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2553—ROBERT McKEE 


Claimant served with the Imperial forces being a Private in the Cameron 
Highlanders, Regimental No. 7198. He was resident in Canada at the out- 
break of war and was recalled as a reservist for service, in August, 1914, being 
' then 27 years of age. He was taken prisoner November 11, 1914, at Langemark, 
unwounded. He was released to Switzerland in November, 1917. (The military 
records give the date of his repatriation as September, 1916—possibly an error.) 
He is in receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension, amounting to $115 per 
month, based on pulmonary tuberculosis. He was married in January, 1909, 
and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was an iron moulder earning $25 
per week and since discharge has been living on his pension. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention, bad food, hard labour, was tied to a post for two hours each night 
for a week, unsanitary living conditions. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant served as an Imperial, but he has proven that he was resident in 
Canada before the war and was recalled to join the colours. I regard his case, 
therefore, as entitled to consideration by this Commission. Claimant was first 
taken to Gardelegen camp where he remained about a year, four months whereof 
he spent in hospital, with typhus fever. He was compelled to work at road 
building before he was completely recovered, with resultant injury to his health. 
Sent to a factory at Schanebach (sic) he was beaten for not doing the required 
work and tied to posts for two hours daily for seven days at a stretch. At 
Altengrabow, conditions of work were equally bad, with punishment celis added. 
As the result of a beating, claimant was in hospital for 5 months, where he 
refers to his treatment as fair. At Gronau (sic) and Merseberg, claimant com- 
plains of harsh and brutal treatment, and at the latter camp, although passed 
for transfer to Switzerland as unfit, he was held for a year, and compelled to 
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work, He complains of debility generally but declares that his tubercular 
condition first became manifest 6 months after discharge (in Ireland). 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from tuberculosis, 
described as “chronic pulmonary phthisis of left upper lobe (and possibly the 
right) with considerable involvement of the lining tissue. The condition is 
quiescent at present (April 18, 1931).” Dr. Gordon J. Ferrier, who certifies to 
the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. ‘Confirmation of this 
diagnosis is to be found in certificate of Dr. Horace Macintyre, of the Christie 
Street Hospital, dated June 5, 1928. Claimant’s medical history files are not 
available. 

It is difficult to say that claimant’s present condition is directly due to 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, but, after very careful consideration of 
the evidence, I do not believe that the evidence justifies a finding that claimant 
was subjected to maltreatment which has resulted in permanent injury to his 
health. A comparison of claimant’s testimony with his medical history records 
which appear in his Imperial Pension files reveals a number of discrepancies 
which do not support his present demand. I regard his claim as one entirely 
covered by pension. The claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 25, 1932. 


CASE 2342—WILLIAM JOHN McKEE 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier, who served as a Corporal in the 16th 
Royal Irish Rifles—Regimental No. 19/383. He enlisted February 4, 1916, 
at the age of 18 years, was taken prisoner March 21, 1918, suffering from a 
touch of gas, and was repatriated to England November 30, 1918. He first 
landed in Canada in April, 1920, It was explained to him that he had become 
resident in Canada too late to entitle his claim to consideration by this Com- 
mission. 

For reasons which have been given in my earlier report dealing with 
maltreatment cases, this Commission is without jurisdiction to entertain the 
claims of Imperial soldiers who were not resident in Canada prior to January 
10, 1920, date of the ratification of the Treaty of Versailles. Reserving to 
claimant all other resources, and, without dealing with the case upon its merits, 
the claim must be disallowed in so far as this Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. MecDOUGALL, 
OrtTawa, September 7, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2275—JOSEPH McNALLY 


Notice of claim was received from the above named, from which it appears 
that he enlisted on September 9, 1914, and was taken prisoner by the enemy 
on April 24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres. This information is taken 
from claimant’s military files which also indicate that claimant was not suffer- 
ing from any disability upon discharge from the service. No documents have 
been filed and claimant failed to appear before the Commissioner to substantiate 
his claim although duly notified to do so. In the circumstances the claim fails 
for want of prosecution. 

ERROI, M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 30, 1932 
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Claimant was a private in the 75th Battalion—Regimental No. 772854. He 
enlisted February 12, 1916, at the age of 28 years, and was taken prisoner 
August 16, 1917, unwounded, but gassed. He was repatriated to England 
December 3, 1918. He has an application for pension now under consideration 
by the board. He was married at the time of enlistment and has now five 
children, two of age. Prior to enlistment, he was a labourer, earning about $9 
per week and is now doing the same work, earning $16 per week when steadily 
employed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, exposure 
and heavy labour, drawing wagons laden with bricks, and now suffers from 
Chronic bronchitis, weakness and failing health. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Douai where he was employed for a month 
working on the railway. He complains of being hit and cut on the left knee 
by a shovel thrown at him by a guard because he was not working fast enough. 
No disability results from this wound. He was then sent to Dulmen camp 
where he was hitched to wagons, with other prisoners, and made to haul bricks. 
He was beaten with a rubber lash by the guards but was not particularly 
injured. He complains chiefly of the bad food at Dulmen. Sent on to Erkrath, 
claimant worked in a crushed stone factory and complains of the long hours, 
heavy labour and the dust, which affected his lungs, leaving him with a bronchial 
condition. He was also beaten with the lash, but does not complain of any 
injury resulting therefrom. The disability of which he complains is his chest, 
which he attributes to work in the factory and exposure. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and complains of anorexia, weakness, dyspnoea and ease of fatigue. His 
percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. Digby, who certifies 
_to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical 
history files show nothing unusual. As stated above claimant has an applica- 
tion pending before the Board of Pension Commissioners on the ground of 
chronic bronchitis. 

The chest condition of which claimant complains has not been shown to 
be the result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner. It is rather the result of 
conditions of camp life in Germany. Claimant’s treatment has not otherwise 
disabled him, as far as the record goes. In these circumstances, therefore, I 
must reach the conclusion that claimant has failed to discharge the burden of 
showing a present disability resulting from maltreatment as a prisoner of war. 
His recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 
fails, and must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 27, 1932. 


CASE 2620—FREDERICK WALTER MEAD 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 10152. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 24 years and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England January 10, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension, was married 
in August, 1925, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a tinsmith, earning ahout $9 per week, and since discharge has been doing 
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odd jobs, and works about 6 months a year, at an average of about $4.50 
per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to 
work in a lead mine and while doing farm work was struck in the neck with a 
bayonet causing blood poisoning. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp where he remained a year, and, 
apart from the food, has no complaints. Removed to Lichtenhorst, via Saltau, 
he was employed digging ditches and complains that he was made to stand 
lit the sun, bare headed. At Bohmte, he complains of similar treatment and 
of being knocked down by a guard. Claimant’s story is very confused and it 
is difficult to follow the statement of his experiences. Sent to a farm, where 
he was made to work in the cold, without proper clothing, he was knocked 
dcwn and beaten on several occasions. He declares that he was also struck 
in the neck with a bayonet, causing a wound, from which blood poisoning 
developed. He was removed to hospital at Osnabruck where he remained from 
2 to 3 months. When he had recovered he was sent to an iron foundry where 
he complains of the heavy work and general abuse. He was then sent to 
Essenmoor where he complains of starvation and punishment parades in the 
heat. Claimant suffers from nervousness, which was quite evident at the 
hearing, hag pains in the legs and side and cannot sleep. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has “3 scars at back of 
neck, said to be due to bayonet wounds followed by blood poisoning, has failing 
eyesight—memory not good—very nervous—heart condition.” His percentage 
of disability is stated at from 40 per cent to 50 per cent. Dr. A. B. Sutton, 
who certifies to the foregoing, also appeared before the Commission. He regards 
claimant as suffering chiefly from a mental condition. In a general way he 
declares that this condition could result from the history of the case. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual. He is declared, upon examination 
at time of discharge, ‘ all systems normal.” 

Claimant suffers mainly from a mental, melancholic condition, the extent 
whereof is difficult to gauge. I am inclined to regard this state as due to general 
conditions of camp life, with possibly some predisposition to mental instability, 
as a contributing factor. The injury to the neck has not, as far as I can see, 
left any disability. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, the claim fails and 
must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, August 25, 1932. 


CASE 2310—CHARLES HENRY MELLOR 


The claimant was a Private in the Ist C.M.R.—Regimental No. 108378. 
He enlisted January 21, 1915, at the age of 25 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, at Mount Sorrell, suffering from gunshot wounds in the nose and 
face. He was repatriated to England December 30, 1918. He is not in receipt 
of pension. He was married in December, 1929, and has no children. Prior 
to enlistment, he worked on Government Survey parties, earning about $75 per 
month and board, and, since discharge, has done very little, but worked for a 
time at Jasper Park Lodge at $150 per month; was laid off and, at the time of 
the hearing, was working on highway construction relief work. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to 
work on railway construction inadequately clothed, developed rheumatism, but 
was refused medical attention and was compelled to continue at work; was 
beaten and singled out for extra labour at a sugar factory. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Mennin or Essenden, behind the lines, where 
he was in hospital. He was then removed to Julich and Cologne and has no 
complaint as to his treatment at this time, nor does he complain of the camp 
at Stendahl, where he was sent for a couple of months. He was then trans- 
ferred to Quedlinburg, where he remained for the duration of the war. He was 
compelled to work on the railroad and at a sugar factory and spent about six 
months on a farm. The work was very severe—in all kinds of weather—and, 
as a result of exposure, claimant suffers severely from rheumatism. On certain 
occasions he received blows, but does not complain that these did him any 
permanent injury. Although suffering from rheumatism, when he reported sick, 
he received no attention and was compelled to return to work. He attributes 
the rheumatism, from which he suffers, to lack of food and exposure whilst 
a prisoner in Germany. His condition has improved considerably in the last 
few years and he is now able to carry on with his work. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from articular rheu- 
matism, involving ankles, knees, hips and elbows, with a general statement 
that he is disabled for work. Dr. Thomas O’Hagan, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant has also produced a 
certificate from his family physician in England, who saw him immediately 
upon his return from overseas. This certificate is furnished by Dr. F. P. Sarjant, 
of Manchester, England, and is to the effect that claimant suffers an “ extremely 
low condition of health, thin and emaciated, skin squamous, rough and forun- 
culi due to starvation, with serious damage to his nervous system.” Dr. Sarjant 
expresses the opinion that the seeds of his present complaint were sown whilst 
he was detained as a prisoner in Germany. Claimant’s medical history files 
reveal nothing unusual. He was discharged, “ all systems normal.” 

There is no doubt that claimant’s health has suffered as a result of his 
experiences in Germany but the difficulty in this case is to find a present dis- 
ability that may be definitely ascribed to some particular act or acts of mal- 
treatment. The rheumatism of which claimant complains results, in my opinion, 
from general conditions of camp life, which were common to all prisoners and 
I cannot find in the record evidence that claimant’s condition results from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 12, 1932. 


CASE 2503—RAPHAEL MENARD 


Claimant was a Corporal in the 22nd Battalion—Regimental No. 61272. 
He enlisted October 21, 1914, at the age of 23 years, and was taken prisoner 
October 8, 1915, at Kemmel Hill, suffering with a shrapnel wound in the foot. 
He was released to Holland in April, 1917, and reached England in January, 
1919. He is not in receipt of pension, though the military records indicate that 
his application was under consideration, but a decision could not be rendered 
as medical evidence was not submitted. He was married in Holland in Decem- 
ber, 1918, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed with 
the Montreal Tramways Company, at $45 per week, and is now doing odd jobs 
at decorating, averaging about $20 per week. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of confinement in a 
dungeon in a fortress for 9 days after capture, refused to work in coal mines 
and was beaten with rifle butts and received further confinement. Received a 
blow with a rifle butt in the forehead, injuring his nose so that he has now no 
sense of smell. Served further periods of confinement, was starved and deprived 
of clothing, and now suffers with nervous trouble and cannot hold a job owing 
to tendency to lose his temper in an argument. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :-— 

Claimant was first taken to Lille, where he was interrogated unsuccessfully, 
and appears to have spent 9 days in the notorious Fort McDonald. Sent on 
to Munster, for refusing to go to the coal mines, he was beaten and confined 
to cells. In a scuffle with guards, in seeking to protect himself, claimant’s hand 
was cut with a bayonet. From a blow on the head at this time, he has lost 
the sense of smell. He spent some time in hospital for an injury to his head, 
but has no complaints as to his treatment there. At Senne lager, he refused 
to go to the salt mines, was sent to a fortress and finally to work felling trees, 
where he spent 7 months. Claimant suffers from his nerves, and declares that 
he cannot hold positions because of the effect which an argument has upon him. 
He becomes violent and hits out. Loss of the sense of smell is also an 
incapacity. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. This deficiency was pointed out ito claimant at the hearing, but no 
further evidence has been put in. Claimant declares that he is in good physical 
condition, apart from the complaints noted. His medical history files indicate 
the conditions above referred to, which cannot be dealt with in the absence of 
medical evidence. 

The case, as made, fails ‘to establish one of the essential elements to the 
granting of an award by this Commission, 1.e., disability resulting from maltreat- 
ment (See Opinion annexed to my earlier Report upon maltreatment cases). 
Claimant appeared to be in good health at the hearing, and in the absence of 
some evidence of disability the claim cannot receive favourable consideration. 
It fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 30, 1932. 


CASE 2399—DANIEL B. MERRY 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 23416. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but suffering 
slightly from gas. He escaped from Germany April 7, 1918, and reached 
England May 18th of that year. He is not in receipt of pension, was married 
in 1923 and has four children. YPrior to enlistment, he was just out of school 
and earning $15 per week as an cffice clerk. Since discharge he was employed 
as a lumber scaler and sawyer and is now in business for himself operating a 
mill. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to 
work in a creosote plant, where, due to his inexperience, he suffered burns and 
blisters for which he received no treatment and finally struck, refusing to work. 
Also received beatings and brutality from guards at various camps. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen, where he complains chiefly of being 
made to work in a creosoting plant, with the result that the skin peeled off his 
hands, neck and face. He complained but received no medical attention. He 
refused to work and was sent to Hanover to prison for two weeks. Returned to 
Giessen, claimant was sent to Lichtenhorst, followed by Bohmte. He complains 
of no brutality but declares that the work was too hard and the food bad. 
Claimant made several attempts to escape, before his final success, and was 
imprisoned and beaten on recapture. He spent some time at Munster and again 
at Bohmte. He finally escaped from Liesburg. Apart from the occasional blow, 
claimant was not subjected to particular abuse. In summing up his statement 
he says: “I have not got any major ill-treatment. It was the general treatment.” 
Claimant made a statement upon repatriation, which is of record. There is no 
reference therein to the incident at the creosoting plant. He merely states that 
he was there 10 days and refused to work. 

The medical record indicates generally that for some time after his return 
claimant was nervous and unstrung and that his mental outlook had greatly 
changed. This informaition 1s contained in medical certificates of Drs. J. Bain 
Thom and John May, neither of whom appeared before the Commission. He 
now appears to have regained his health. 

From a. careful study of this record T cannot say that claimant has been 
successful in showing that his health has suffered permanently as the result of 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. He was exposed to ithe strain and hard- 
ship of general conditions and did suffer for a time. He cannot now show a 
present disability resulting from his experiences. The claim, accordingly, fails 


and must be disallowed. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, August 12, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2175—WM. MESSENGER 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier, who enlisted with the 12th East Surrey 
Regiment. He was taken prisoner on March 26, 1918. Ciaimant has filed the 
usual documents putting forward his claim, but did not appear before the 
Commission at its Toronto sessions on April 15, 1931, although duly notified to 
do so. It appears from the record that claimant first came to Canada to reside 
in July, 1923. For reasons which have been given in my earlier report dealing 
with maltreatment cases, this Commission is without jurisdiction to entertain 
the claims of Imperial soldiers who were not resident in Canada prior to 
January 10, 1920. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2339—CHARLES E. MILLS 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
served with the Imperials (The Buffs, Hast Kent Regiment, 2nd Battalion) and 
came to Canada to reside on May 11, 1924. He was notified that this Commis- 
sion was without jurisdiction to entertain the claim, but that if he desired to 
submit his case, the Commission would hear him at its Toronto sessions on 
April 18, 1932. Claimant did not appear and the claim must, accordingly, be 


disallowed, for want of prosecution. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ortawa, September 7, 1932. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2432—ALBERT EDWARD MITCHELL 

Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No, 172066. He 
enlisted in June 1915, but the military records give the date as August 20, 1915, 
at the age of 40 years. He was taken prisoner October 8, 1916, suffering from 
eunshot wounds in the head and left knee. He was transferred to Holland in 
July, 1918, and reached England October 4 of that year. He is in receipt of 
a 50 per cent disability pension, amounting to $37.50 per month, based on 
Pyelitis. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a rail- 
road clerk at $75 per month and is now with the Customs Department, at 
$1,200 per annum. . . 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled 
to work while suffering from his wounds, was struck on the head with a rifle 
and has had headaches ever since. ° 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— . 

Claimant. was in hospital at Johannesthel (sic) for about two months. He 
complains that the treatment on the way to hospital was inhuman, that he 
received no medical attention and was deprived of food and water. In the 
hospital he was given no treatment and was discharged and sent to work before 
his wounds had healed. His main complaint centres about a chemical factory 
near Stettin, where he was compelled to work at most arduous and unhealthy 
work—work which could only be endured for 3 months, but at which he was 
kept for 8 months, to the great and lasting injury to his health. He was beaten, 
hit on the head, forced to accomplish this exacting labour until he developed 
a hernia, was given a truss and finally sent to Altdamm camp on the incapaci- 
tated list, where he remained until transferred to Holland. To these experiences, 
claimant attributes rheumatism, a nervous and stomach condition, with possibly 
some impairment to his vision. He ascribes frequent headaches to a blow 
on the head with a rifle butt. A fellow prisoner furnishes some general cor- 
roboration as to conditions prevailing in the chemical factory referred to, but 
did not see claimant particularly maltreated. 

There is no medical evidence apart from claimant’s pension and medical 
files. There is no question that he suffers disability at the present time, noted 
chiefly as pyelitis and loss of vision. The latter is, however, surmised to be of 
pre-war origin. The pyelitis is attributed to exposure. 

It must be borne in mind that claimant is now 56 years of age and un- 
doubtedly conditions of camp life in Germany had a very unfavourable reaction 
upon his health. The conditions in the chemical factory were severe and the 
work imposed a heavy burden upon claimant. I am, however, of opinion that 
the fact that claimant was unable to support this burden, cannot be charged 
as maltreatment to the enemy. I regard his case as one for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners, rather than within the scope of this 
Commission’s activities. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 16, 1932. 


CASE 2627—ROBERT N. MITCHELL 


Claimant was a Lance Sergeant in the 4th C.M.R—Regimental No. 109- 
494. He enlisted in November, 1914, at the age of 18 years, and was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, wounded in left arm from shrapnel and suffering from 
concussion. He was repatriated to Holland in March, 1918, as an N.C.O. He 
is in receipt of a 5 per cent disability pension, amounting to $5 per month, 
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based upon defective hearing. He was married in July, 1926, and has no 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was an apprentice electrician, earning about 
$11 per week. He is still employed in the same line, working for himself, and 
has earned as much as $3,300 per annum, but is now earning very little. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
treatment, hard labour, without sufficient food. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Cologne hospital, where he received some treat- 
ment for his ears which had been injured, through concussion, prior to capture. 
Sent to Stendal camp for a year, he complains of being compelled to work when 
unfit. He was struck with rifle butts, but without permanent injury. At 
Gardelegen, his rank of N.C.O. was not recognized, and he was forced out to 
work. Returned to Stendal, his complaint is that he was compelled to work, 
given cells for refusing to do so, and made to stand to attention for long periods. 
His trouble at this time was that he was totally deaf in both ears, the result 
of concussion when captured, and the left ear was discharging. The only treat- 
ment he received was an occasional svringing by fellow prisoners. Claimant 
was next sent to Wurben (sic) camp, but has no complaint of his treatment 
there. He now suffers from his stomach, has rheumatism in the back and hips 
and has lost his teeth. He has also lost the hearing in his left ear. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers loss of hearing in 
left ear, recurrent pains, recurrent tonsilitis, arthritis and recurrent stomach 
trouble. No percentage of disability is stated, but the ear condition is said to 
be permanent. Dr. David Muir, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files declare the ear condi- 
tion to have originated in France, due to concussion. 

Claimant’s present disability as to his hearing is clearly of service origin, 
and it has not been shown that it became aggravated through maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner. His other ailments are general in nature and do not give 
rise to a finding in his favour. The case is clearly one for the consideration 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is con- 
cerned, the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2383—ROBERT CHARLES MITTEN 


The claimant was a Lieutenant in the Royal Air Force. He was brought 
down and captured by the enemy on September 28, 1918, unwounded and un- 
injured. He has no complaint as to maltreatment whilst held a prisoner of 
war. On the contrary he declares “we were used all right.” He presents a 
claim, upon the advice of his physician, for injury to health due to ptomaine 
poisoning, which he alleges he contracted while being transferred from one 
prison camp to another. 

There is nothing in the record to substantiate the claim. Claimant has not 
completed the usual forms and has brought forward no medical evidence. His 
testimony indicates that he is under misapprehension that this Commission is 
authorized to deal with pensions. In the circumstances the claim fails and 
must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 4, 1932. 
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Claimant was a Private in the 4th Battalion—Regimental No. 406363. He 
enlisted in January, 1915, at the age of 27 years, and was taken prisoner October 
8, 1916, suffering with shrapnel wound in the right knee cap. He was released 
to Switzerland in December, 1917, and was repatriated to England, June 15, 
1918. He is now in receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to 
$23 per month, based on his knee wound. He was married at the time of enlist- 
ment and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a labourer earning $12 
per week and since discharge has been doing nothing, being supported by his 
wife. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his wounded knee 
was badly set with the aid of but little anaesthetic, malnutrition, medical neglect 
which caused the loss of teeth, and received a blow in the throat with a bayonet. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was badly wounded when captured and appears to have lain on the 
field of battle for several days before reaching a dressing station. His account 
of these occurrences is very confused. He speaks of being threatened with 
death by a revolver. Taken to Grandcourt, he complains that the attending 
surgeon deliberately, under the guise of operating upon his leg, ran a “spike” 
through it, with the intent of rendering the leg permanently stiff. At Cambrai, 
he was in hospital, but apart from neglect, has no complaints. He complains 
chiefly of his treatment at Valenciennes, where his leg was placed in a “scoop” 
and he received no medical attention. ‘Conditions were filthy and he was taken 
down with dysentery. Claimant infers that the lack of medical treatment and 
neglect has aggravated the disability from which he now suffers. After some 
time at Bochim and Dulmen, without particular incident, claimant was trans- 
ferred to Switzerland. In addition to.his leg he complains of a heart condition. 
The testimony is far from clear and claimant seemed incapable of coherent 
thought. 

The medical evidence is contained in claimant’s pension files. It would 
appear that his mental condition was carefully watched for some time and that 
he has improved in this respect. The service injury to claimant’s knee is quite 
definite, with some atrophy of the right thigh. 

IT do not consider that claimant has been successful in showing that lack of 
medical treatment has brought about a greater disablement than he would 
otherwise have had. The mental or nervous condition is evidently of pre-war 
origin and cannot be ascribed to his experiences whilst a prisoner. On the whole, 
and after careful consideration, I have reached the conclusion that claimant’s 
only recourse is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. He has not met 
the requirements entitling him to an award from this Commission. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 2630—FREDERICK LIONEL MOTT 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113410. He 
enlisted August 15, 1915, at the age of 18 years and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, suffering from two wounds in the right arm, one in the right hand, one in 
the right thigh, and scrotum, with loss of right testicle, and a wound in the 
abdomen. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is in receipt 


FURTHER REPORT 123 


of a 7 per cent disability pension, amounting to $5 per month, based on his war 
wounds. He was married in October, 1919, and has no children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a weaver, earning $18 per week, and is now doing 
ordinary labour and painting at from 40 cents an hour to 65 cents for painting. 
He is not steadily employed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings with fists and 
rifle butts, and a burn received while working, and was compelled to return to 
work before it had healed. Was knocked off a railway embankment and struck 
on the head with rifle butt from which he now suffers headaches periodically, 
also developed eczema while a prisoner. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant received some attention for his wounds at a dressing station, and 
was inoculated for tetanus. He was taken to Iseghen and Julich hospitals, where 
he spent about 6 months. He has no complaint of his treatment in hospital, 
though he suggests that the care was not of the best. Sent to Stendal, he 
remained 5 months and complains that the inoculations he received brought on 
eczema, from which he has suffered ever since. At Wittenberg, where claimant 
spent two months, he has no complaints. He was sent out to working commando 
No. 91 (Coswig, sic), where he speaks of the treatment as very bad. Working 
in a chemical factory, his foot was burned with acid, through the carelessness 
of a guard. He recieved no medical treatment for this injury, which became 
infected, and was twice lanced. Claimant contends that this injury and lack 
of treatment has induced a condition of flat foot from which he still suffers. He 
was struck over the head and knocked down an embankment, injuring his left 
hand, and received no treatment. He still suffers with this hand. His com- 
plaint of disability is confined to his foot and right hand, with the shgsestion 
that his stomach and nervous condition is impaired. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from intermittent 
attacks of eczema “at present cleared up”, and that pain is still troublesome from 
burn on left foot. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent. Dr. E. 
Connor, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
There is also produced certificate of Dr. J. A. Faulkner, which refers to the 
eczema and foot burn, with a similar rating of 20 per cent disability. Claimant’s 
pension files retate only to his service wounds, with notation of eczema and flat 
left foot. 

The injury to the foot of which claimant complains, I am advised, does not 
neccesarily follow from the history of the burn, and there is event great doubt 
as to the existence of flat foot. The hand injuries have not been shown to 
constitute more than a negligible disability. I am also unconvinced that the 
eczema claimant speaks of, and which is now cleared up, is due to the reason 
ascribed—inoculations. On the whole, I am of opinion that claimant has failed 
to discharge the burden of showing a present disability resulting from maltreat- 
ment whilst a prisoner of war. His recourse, whatever it may be, is before the 
Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ottawa, October 8, 1982. 


CASE 2516—RICHARD MOULTON 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9700. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly gassed. He was repatriated to 
England December 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married 
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in 1923 and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
structural steel worker, and since discharge tried various jobs and is now a 
labourer at $2 per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, heavy labour 
in stone quarries; kicks and beatings for refusal to make munitions, exposure in 
wet clothes, and insanitary living conditions. He was also compelled to work 
ill from influenza for three or four months. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp where his complaints are chiefly con- 
cerned with the bad food the prisoners received. He speaks generally of being 
knocked about but does not aseribe any disability to this treatment. At the 
Geisweid Iron Works, the work was heavy, and, for refusing to make munitions, 
claimant was beaten, but without permanent injury. At Vehnemoor, claimant 
was employed cutting peat and turf, and complains of the exposure, inadequate 
clothing, working in the wet and poor food. Transferred to Holzminden and 
Lindenburg, at which latter camp he worked in a table salt factory, the living 
conditions are described as filthy and insanitary. He was denied medical 
treatment for ian illness, probably the flu, and became run down and emaciated. 
To these experences claimant ascribes a nervous condition, which incapacitates 
him. Asked to explain, he declares that the bad food and the tension under 
which he lived are the causes of his trouble. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
chronic catarrh (constant colds), constipation followed by diarrhoea. His per- 
centage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per 
cent in the general labour market. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files show 
nothing unusual, he medical examination upon discharge declaring “all systems 
normal”’. 

Whatever disability claimant suffers is, I think, of nutritional origin and 
cannot be ascribed to any particular maltreatment by the enemy. For reasons 
explained in general opinion annexed to my earlier report dealing with maltreat- 
ment cases, general conditions of life and food while in Germany, which have 
reacted unfavourably upon claimant’s health, cannot found a claim before this 
Commission. Claimant may, or may not, be entitled to pension. As far as this 
Commission is concerned the claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 


Ottawa, August 13, 1932. 


CASE 2487—STANLEY MUNDAY 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his Attorneys. No information regarding the claimant has been filed of record. 
Under date of March 8, 1932, these attorneys notified the Commission that the 
claim was withdrawn. It is accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commussioner. 


Ottawa, November 8, 1932. 
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CASE 2398—ALEXANDER MUNRO 


The claimant was a private with the Imperial forces—l4th Batallion the 
Royal Scots—Regimental No. 23005. He enlisted on May 24, 1915, and was 
taken prisoner on April 28, 1917, wounded in the left leg. He was repatriated 
to England on December 14, 1918. He came to Canada to reside in May 1921. 

He alleges maltreatment while a prisoner of war resulting in osteo myelitis 
of left tibia due to improper medical attention. He is in receipt of an Imperial 
pension. Claimant apeared before the Commission at its Vancouver sessions 
on October 13, 1931, and was advised during the course of the hearing that, 
as an Imperial who only came to Canada in 1921, his case could not receive 
consideration. 

As pointed out, I do not consider that this Commission has jurisdiction to 
entertain the claim. For reasons which have been fully explained in opinion 
annexed in my earlier report upon maltreatment cases, the date constitutive of 
jurisdiction has been fixed as of January 10, 1920. 

The claimant was not resident in Canada at or previous to that date and 
his claim fails. Reserving to him all other recourses, and, without deciding the 
case upon its merits, I must, therefore, disallow the claim in so far as this Com- 
mission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortrawa, August 6, 1932. 


CASE 2233—SAMUEL JOHN MURRAY 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. He apparently enlisted in August 1914 as a private, Regimental 
No. 8053. He was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, wounded in the left buttock. 
No claim forms have been completed and no evidence was adduced. His 
attorneys have withdrawn the claim by general letter dated August 17, 1931. 
The claim is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 19381. 


CASE 2354—THOMAS NEIL 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
served with the Imperials (First Black Watch) and came back to Canada to reside 
in March 1921. He was notified that this Commission was without jurisdiction 
to entertain the claim, but that if he desired to submit his case, the Commission 
would hear him at its Toronto sessions on April 19, 1932, at 10 am. Claimant 
did not appear and the claim is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 
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CASE 2664—ANDREW NICHOLSON 


Claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental No. 8012. He 
enlisted September 22, 1914, at the age of 22 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the Second Battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was 
repatriated to England in December 1918. He is in receipt of disability pension, 
amounting to $15 per month, based on bronchitis. He was married August 31, 
1920, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a baker, 
earning $12 per week and after discharge tried his former occupation but could 
not continue on account of his health. He is now employed as a cleaner, at a 
sanitarium, ‘at $35 per month and keep. His wife lives outside. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, beatings 
and kicks and of having been wounded in the arm and hand by a guard with a 
bayonet. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp to which he remained attached for the 
duration of his captivity. He was sent out to Geisweid to work in the iron 
foundry, where he encountered the usual rough usage. He was kicked and 
beaten for refusing to work, and declares that he was wounded in the arm and 
hand with a bayonet by a guard for the same reason. He suffered with rheumatic 
fever and was denied medical attention. Claimant stresses the conditions of 
camp life as particularly harsh and complains bitterly of starvation. The arm 
and hand injuries have left no disabilities.. He declares that he now suffers 
from chronic bronchitis and rheumatic fever. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and general debility. His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent. 
Dr. W. G. Pearson, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical and pension files show that he suffers from 
bronchitis and emphysema, with “rheumatic fever causing slight disability. 
Post discharge”’. 

In these circumstances I cannot reach the conclusion that claimant has 
suffered disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner. His health 
has been injuriously affected by general conditions of camp life in Germany, 
but, as explained in general Opinion annexed to my earlier report upon mal- 
treatment cases, I do not regard such impairment of health as resulting from 
maltreatment within the meaning of the relevant sections of the Treaty of 
Versailles. Claimant’s recourse is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
The claim fails, and must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OTTAWA, September 8, 1932. 


CASE 2348—ROBERT NICOL 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant in April, 1931, 
with completed forms of declaration, from which it appears that claimant served 
with the Imperials (1st Battalion—Scots Guard). He came to Canada to, 
reside on August 12, 1926, and for reasons explained in my earlier report dealing 
with maltreatment cases, this Commission is without jurisdiction to entertain 
his claim. Moreover, by letter dated July 23, 1932, from his solicitor, the claim 
was formally withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 12, 1982. 
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CASE 2084—JAMES NIMMO 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. No information concerning the claimant has been filed and his 
attorneys have withdrawn the claim, by general letter dated February 16, 1932. 
The claim is, accordingly disallowed for want. of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ortrawa, August 30, 1932. 


CASE 2355—BENJAMIN NORRIS 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier, who served as a Private in the King’s 
Own Lancaster Regiment—Regimental No. 8431. He was on reserve and re- 
joined in August 1914, at the age of 28 years. He was taken prisoner August 
26, 1914, during the retreat from Mons, suffering from gunshot wounds in the 
left wrist and left leg. He was repatriated in November 1918, after the Armis- 
tice, and is now in receipt of a 20 per cent Imperial pension. He came to 
Canada to reside in April 1921. It was explained to him by letter, and again at 
the time of the hearing, that he arrived in Canada too late to entitle his claim 
to consideration at the hands of this Commission. 

Upon further consideration this view is confirmed. As explained in my 
earlier report, dealing with maltreatment cases, January 10, 1920, date of the 
ratification of the Treaty of Versailles, was filed as to the date constitutive of 
jurisdiction. Claimant, therefore, is without right before this Commission. 
Under reserve of all his recourses, and, without dealing with the case upon its 
merits, the claim must be disallowed as far as this Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
> Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2491—ARCHIE ORR 


Claimant was a Private in the 14th Battalion—Regimental No. 25987. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 29 years anid was taken prisoner April 22, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering with gunshot wounds in the 
right thigh and from gas. He was repatriated to England December 25, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of pension, his application having been rejected. He was 
married at the time of enlistment and has three children all of age. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a collector by the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
earning $50 per month, and is now a kitchen steward, at $80 per month, and 
board. He states that he is unable to work in the Winter time. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of a blow on the head with 
a club from which abscesses formed, given solitary confinement on bread and 
water for refusal to work in munitions, was beaten and kicked and exposed to 
severe winter weather in Poland while inadequately clothed. Was struck on the 
knee with a shovel and blood poisoning set in. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Paderborn. His treatment in hospital was 
good. For refusing to work in a munitions factory, he was clubbed on the head, 
from which blow, he declares, abscesses later resulted. Sent on to Munster No. 1, 
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he was confined to cells for 29 days for refusing to work. He was then sent to 
Poland, on a reprisal party, and complains bitterly of exposure to the cold, 
working on a railroad, with long hours and heavy labour. The prisoners were 
not properly clad and suffered from the cold. He was moved about to several 
camps in Poland and complains of general abuse and rough treatment. As a 
result of these experiences claimant suffers from lack of circulation in the feet 
and hands, which disables him, and which he attributes to the exposure in 
Poland. 

The medical evidence consists in a certificate of Dr. F. A. C. Serimger, V.C. 
which is quite general in nature. It speaks of pain in both shoulders and in 
lumbar region, cramps and blanching of feet on walking, especially in cold. He 
appears to have had some back trouble previous to capture. The examination 
substantiates his statement. His wounds cause no disability and the shoulder 
condition is probably arthritic in origin. His disability for light work is not, 
ereat and Dr. Scrimger expresses the opinion that the inability to walk or stand 
in cold may possibly have resulted from privations and cold endured during war 
experiences. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. He was 
declared, upon discharge, to be without disability “all systems normal’. 

The record does. not disclose, in my opinion, that. claimant suffers a present 
disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. That his health 
may have suffered from general conditions of camp life in Germany is probably 
true, but this circumstance is a matter for the consideration of the Board of 
Pension Commissioners. In the absence of more definite evidence of maltreat- 
ment, followed by disability, I am unable to reach a finding in claimant’s favour. 
The claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 30, 1932. 


CASE 2358—ERNEST WILLIAM PAICE 


Claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental No. 8018. He 
enlisted in August 1914, at the age of 20 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, wounded in the upper left arm by a 
bullet. He was repatriated to England January 13, 1919. He is not in receipt 
of pension, was married in March 1919 and has three children. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as a book-keeper, earning about $75 per month, and is 
now manager of an Ontario Government Liquor store, at a salary of $2,600 
per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, beatings 
with rifle butts and fists, exposure to wet and cold, unsanitary living conditions, 
solitary confinement, heavy labour and unsatisfactory medical treatment while 
ill with influenza. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was in hospital at Giessen for five weeks and has no complaint 
as to the treatment. Upon discharge he remained at Giessen for some time, 
without incident, until removed to Lichtenhorst, where he remained a year. 
The work was hard—clearing land—but claimant was not abused. At a work- 
ing commando (Mesmerode) (sic) claimant engaged in a fight with the farmer’s 
son who attacked him with a hoe. The farmer laid a complaint and claimant 
refused to work any longer at this farm. He was beaten with rifle butts to 
which he attributes an eye injury. Sent back to Lichtenhorst and later on to 
Bohmte, claimant complains of confinement to cells, exposure and heavy work. 
Claimant made several unsuccessful attempts to escape, received the usual 
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imprisonment, during the course of which he collapsed stil was taken to 
hospital. The treatment was not unfair in hospital. Sent to another farm, 
near Buer, he complains of conditions as bad. For further attempts to escape, 
he was beaten and confined to cells. Sent then to Piesberg, claimant worked 
in the stone quarries. To these experiences, claimant attributes an almost 
constant ache over the left eye, without, however, injury to the vision. He 
also complains of a heart affection and colitis. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from ‘“neurasthenia 
with persistent low blood pressure and D.A.H., chronic conjunctivitis left eye, 
chronic colitis with obstinate constipation.” His percentage of disability is 
stated at 25 per cent in his own calling and at 20 per cent in the general labour 
market. Dr. J. E. Gimby, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before 
the ‘Commission, but there have been filed certificates of Dr. J. Fayr, con- 
firming the injury to the eye as also from E. F. Scott, Optometrist, to the same 
effect. It should be added also that claimant has filed affidavits from two 
fellow prisoners, bearing out his statements as to the beatings received when 
he fought with the farmer’s son. Claimant’s medical history files contain 
nothing unusual, his medical board upon discharge showing no disability at 
that time. 

I confess that I have had some difficulty with this case. The punishment 
meted out to claimant as the result of his fight with the farmer’s son appears 
to have been excessive, but I am not satisfied that the eye condition complained 
of arose from this incident. Claimant’s remaining complaints of disability seem 
to have resulted from general conditions of camp life. I regard claimant’s case 
as more properly one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. The claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 2434—JOHN PALMER 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on September 22, 1914, was captured on April 24, 1915, was repatriated 
to England on December 9, 1918, and discharged on May 11, 1919. Claimant 
was notified to appear before the Commission at its Toronto sessions on April 27, 
1932, but failed to do so. His attorneys were unable to explain his absence. In 
these circumstances, the claim must be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Otrawa, August 18, 1932. 


CASE 2155—PTE. PEROWITCH 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. No information concerning the claimant has been furnished 
nor was any evidence submitted. His attorneys have withdrawn the claim, 
by general letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed 
for want of prosecution. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commussioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 1932. 
61083—9 
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CASE 2596—WILLIAM K. PETERS 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 10066. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 17 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, — 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering with a slight bullet wound 
in the head and a touch of gas. He was repatriated to England December 8, 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in February 1920 and has 
two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a clerk, earning $9 per 
week, and is at present driving a truck at $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled 
to work in an iron works where he received burns on the hands and feet, was 
kicked, beaten and hit over the head by guards, long hours of labour, heavy 
lifting, starvation and inoculations which left bad aiter effects. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen Camp, where he remained 6 weeks and 
was then sent to the iron foundry at Giesweid. He complains chiefly of the 
food and hard labour and speaks of an incident of a blow in the face with the 
butt of a rifle, which injured his face, leaving a scar, but from which no 
permanent injury results. His main complaint is as to a condition of flat feet, - 
which he attributes to the compulsory wearing of wooden clogs. Apart from 
general rough usage, claimant confines his complaint to this condition, adding 
that his nerves have been injuriously affected by the long hours of work and 
strain. Although his statement of claim has reference to injury resulting from 
numerous inoculations, he says nothing of this in his testimony. 

The medical evidence indicates that clamant suffers from “painful flat 
feet—injury to inferior maxilla.” His percentage of disability is stated at 
75 per cent. Dr. A. C. Remington, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. There is also filed of record, certificate of Dr. D. M. 
Low, to the effect that claimant suffers from “ cellulitis of face region left 
inferior maxilla.” No percentage of disability is stated. Claimant’s medical 
examination upon discharge indicates no disability, all symptons being declared 
normal. 

It is significant that in reply to a question asking why he had not applied 
for pension, claimant replied, “I haven’t any grounds for it.” I quite agree with 
this statement and, clearly, if claimant has sustained no disability, he can 
hardly expect to receive compensation for maltreatment as a prisoner of war. 
(See Opinion annexed to my earlier report dealing with maltreatment cases.) 
The claim should not have been pressed before this Commission and is clearly 
unfounded. It is disallowed. , 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 16, 1932. 


CASE 2628—WILLIAM JOSEPH PLASTER 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 4th C.M.R. —Regimental No. 111418. 
He enlisted in March, 1915, at the age of 23 years, and was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, suffering from a broken arm and slight gas. He was released 
to Holland in April, 1918, and repatriated to England January 23, 1919. He 
is not in receipt of pension, was married in February, 1919, and has one child. 
Prior to enlistment, he was working on his father’s farm and since discharge 
has been with the Robert Simpson Company of Toronto, at $21.50 per week. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, general 
abuse, suffered from dysentery and received no proper medical treatment, with 
the result that this trouble persists. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant spent the first few months of his captivity at Dulmen camp, as 
to which he has no complaints, apart from inadequate food. He was sent to 
Minden, where he remained for a year and a half. He has no complaint of 
any physical brutality, although he did receive an occasional blow. He confines 
his claim to lack of medical treatment for an attack of dysentery, which he 
contracted at this camp, and attributes to this lack of treatment a present and. 
permanent disability. He suffers from continual blood in the stools, which 
is debilitating. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has suffered from nervous 
indigestion and a generally disorganized nervous system for eight or nine years. 
This is the diagnosis of Dr. E. G. Hodgson, who attended claimant during that 
period. Dr. Hodgson did not appear before the Commission, but Dr. F. 8. 
Park appeared on behalf of claimant and testified that he had attended him in 
prison camp at Minden, where Dr. Park was also interned. He confirms 
claimant’s statement as to the attack of dysentery and declares that he gave 
him what attention he could, but was unable to prescribe a proper diet, with 
the probable result that claimant is to some extent disabled in the manner 
claimed. The disease probably originated from infection due to bad sanitation, 
Claimant has no other disability and is spoken of by Dr. Park as an excellent 
citizen. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. Upon discharge 
from the service, he was declared, upon examination, “ all systems normal.” 

In this state of the record I do not consider that I am justified in reaching 
a conclusion favourable to claimant. His present condition is the result of 
general conditions of camp life in Germany, chiefly poor food. As pointed 
out in Opinion annexed to my earlier report upon maltreatment cases, I do 
not consider that this can be regarded as maltreatment within the meaning of 
the relevant sections of the Treaty of Versailles. Claimant’s recourse, if any, 
is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. His claim, as far as this 
Commission is concerned, must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 10, 1932. 


CASE 1931—ARTHUR D. POPE 


This is a claim filed by Lieutenant A. D. Pope of the Royal Air Force and 
covers the loss of personal effects taken from him by the enemy, after he had 
been shot down behind the German lines. The claim is stated at the sum of 
$261 and comprises a wrist watch, cigarette case, some money, clothing taken 
shortly after capture and some parcels of clothing taken from claimant shortly 
after the Armistice, at Grandenz, in East Prussia, due to disturbed conditions 
which arose when the Revolution began in Germany. 

The claim is not pressed. Under date of April 28, 1931, the claimant 
notified the Commission that he desired to cancel the claim. It is, accordingly, 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OtTawa, August 4, 1932. 
61083—93 
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CASE 2393—ALBERT POTENTIER 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 23347. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 43 years. He was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from 
gas. He was released to Holland in April, 1918, and repatriated to England 
November 18 of that year. He is in receipt of a 10 per cent pension, amounting 
to $10 per month, based on neurasthenia. He was married at the time of 
enlistment and has two children now of age. Prior to enlistment, he was . 
employed as a smelter man at $125 per month and since discharge has held 
various positions and is now out of employment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings and 
confinement for refusing to work, bad food, lack of clothing and forced labour. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant is an old soldier, having seen service in West Africa in 1898) 
and 1896 and in South Africa. After capture, he spent time at Giessen, 
Lichtenhorst, Hestenmoor, Casselbrook and Saltau camps. At Giessen, for 
refusing to work, he was badly beaten by the guards, later stripped and again 
beaten. Corroboration of these incidents is furnished by the affidavits of fellow 
prisoners. His treatment in other respects appears to have been similar to that 
accorded other prisoners. He declares that these experiences caused him to 
have fits, beginning in Germany and continuing, though less frequently, to the 
present time. His complaint is that he is not now the same man that he was, 
physically. The fits of which he speaks do not appear to be epileptic in 
character. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from ‘“ neurasthenia, 
profuse sweating, some muscular tremor, lack of self confidence.” His 
percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 
65 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. F. W. Lees, who certifies to 
the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical files 
show some defective hearing and slight neurasthenia, without however any 
disability. 

There is no explanation as to the defective hearing and I should fancy 
that claimant, at his age, must expect some diminution in his physical vigour. 
He can hardly expect now to be the “ same man that he was.’’ His experiences 
in Germany, while undoubtedly trying and harsh, do not, as far the record 
goes, indicate that his present condition is due to maltreatment. I regard the 
case as one for the. consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
As far as this Commission is concerned, it cannot be allowed. 


ERROL M. MeDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, September 12, 1932. 


CASE 2452—WILLIAM POTTS 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his Attorneys. The usual claim forms have not been completed, but 
it would appear from claimant’s military files that he enlisted on August 
15, 1915, was taken prisoner on September 17, 1916, and repatriated to England 
in March, 1918. Claimant was notified to appear at the Toronto sessions 


% 
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of the Commission, on April 27, 1932, and again at the Montreal sessions, on 
May 27, 1932, but failed to present himself, and his Attorneys were unable 
to explan his absence. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of 
prosecution. 
ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ortrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2334—HAROLD PRICE 


Claimant was a Private in the 20th Battalion—Regimental No. 775369. He 
enlisted December 4, 1915, at the age of 29 years. He was taken prisoner 
November 12, 1917, at Passchendaele, unwounded, and was repatriated to Eng- 
land December 4, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married at the 
time of enlistment and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
carpet weaver earning $15 per week and is now in the same trade earning $40 
per week when working full time. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to work 
in the coal mines where he was struck on the forehead with a miner’s lamp and 
kicked; was laid up for a month; was given solitary confinement, and was 
wounded in the hand by a bayonet, the wound later becoming poisoned. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant was a prisoner for about a year, the first few weeks whereof he 
spent at Courtrai, Munster, and Dulmen camps. He has no complaint of his 
treatment there. Removed to Munster No. 1, he was compelled to drag waggons, 
work which was too arduous in his weakened condition. He was then sent to 
Essen, where he worked in the coal mines. For interfering when another prisoner 
was being beaten, claimant was hit over the forehead with a mine lamp, leaving 
a scar, which is still visible. For treatment he was kicked by the doctor, but 
_ eventually received some attention. He was also confined to cells without food 
because a letter received from his wife indicated that he had made complaints 
of his treatment. As a result of these experiences, claimant complains of ner- 
vousness, dizziness and headaches. He also declares that as the result of a 
recent examination of his chest, tuberculosis is suspected. In claimant’s state- 
ment of claim appears the complaint that he suffered from blood poisoning, the 
result of being stabbed by a guard in the hand. There is nothing in his evidence 
concerning this incident. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “dizziness, ner- 
vousness, tendency to fainting, weakness and run down feeling, persistent head- 
aches”. His percentage of disability is stated at 20 per cent in his own calling 
and at 40 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. M. 8S. Cole, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Although claimant 
intimates that Dr. Cole feared tuberculosis, there is nothing from Dr. Cole bear- 
ing out such a diagnosis, though there is a suggestion in a certificate furnished 
by Dr. W. G. Russell that this disease may be present. 

It will be seen that the evidence is not very satisfactory. The mere fact 
that clarmant was compelled to work in the coal mines is some evidence of mal- 
treatment, but I de not think from the evidence, that the duration or severity of 
this treatment has brought about any permanent disability. Claimant’s claim, 
if any, is purely a matter for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commis- 
sioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROLL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 16, 1932. 
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CASE 2335—A. PYLE 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, from which 
it appears that he served as an Imperial soldier and came to reside in Canada 
for the first time in October 1921. He was advised that this Commission has no 
jurisdiction to entertain the claim, inasmuch as the claimant became resident in 
Canada after January 10, 1920. Claimant has not further pressed the case, and 
it is, accordingly, disallowed. . 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2563—B. R. RACEY 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant on February 
18, 1932. The usual forms were sent him for completion, but have never been 
returned. There is, therefore, no information as to the nature of his claim. He 
was notified to appear before the Commission at its Montreal sessions, on May 
27, 1932, but failed to present himself, and default was duly entered. The claim, 
accordingly, fails for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 21, 1932. 


CASE 2345—D. RAMSAY 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant on April 20, 
1931. .The usual claim forms were sent him, but have never been returned. 
There are no particulars in the record of claimant’s service apart from a state- 
ment that he served with the Imperials. He has not again communicated with 
the Commission. Notice was sent him, to his last known address, of a hearing 
at Hamilton, Ontario, on April 25, 1932. Claimant did not appear and his claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2346—ALFRED FREDERICK RAPER 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27943. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 28 years. He was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres suffering from gas, and was repatriated 
to England January 7, 1919. He is in receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension, 
amounting to $100 per month for himself and family, based on pulmonary tuber- 
culosis. He was married in June 1927 and has one adopted child. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as a furniture finisher, earning $15 per week, but is 
unemployed at present due to illness; had been employed with a firm of com- 
mercial artists but had to abandon the work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of heavy labour at a 
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fertilizer plant, developed heart trouble and rheumatism, was then sent to work 
on the moors, exposed to wet and cold, and no change of clothing; developed 
influenza and pleurisy and received no medical treatment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was at or attached to Giessen camp until January 1916. Sent out 
to work in a fertilizer factory, he complains of the arduous work, being compelled 
to wheel heavy barrows of material with a yoke about his neck. After 10 days 
he could not continue through exhaustion, and was sent back to Giessen for 21 
days punishment. He was sent to hospital for two months due to rheumatism 
and heart trouble. Claimant was then sent out to work on the moorlands, 
employed at dragging a barrow, and later cutting peat and digging. He com- 
plains here of the exposure in all kinds of weather and the heavy work. He was 
beaten with rifle butts, but does not emphasize this treatment as causing dis- 
ability. Transferred to Freistadt, and a village called Hennstedt, (sic) claimant 
again complains of the heavy work and exposure to the weather. Here he con- 
tracted flu and was given no medical attention. Claimant also suggests that he 
may have been inoculated with tuberculosis germs. He complains of rheumatism 
and his chest condition, due to the exposure. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from pulmonary tuber- 
culosis and is 100 per cent disabled. Dr. J. B. Thomson, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files fully bear out the diagnosis, and as stated, claimant receives 100 per cent 
pension. 

There is no question as to claimant’s disability, but to say that this is due to 
maltreatment at the hands of the enemy is very difficult. Claimant was compelled 
to do heavy work in all kinds of weather, as were the great majority of prisoners. 
That his constitution was not sufficiently robust to withstand the strain thus 
imposed, cannot, in my view, render the enemy guilty of maltreatment. I con- 
sider claimant’s case as fully covered by his pension award. The claim, as here 
presented, accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 19, 1932. 


CASE 2304—WILLIAM FREDERICK REED 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 16268. 
He enlisted in August 1914, at the age of 22 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas, was released to 
Switzerland in August 1916 and repatriated to England September 11, 1917. He 
is in receipt of a 15 per cent pension with allowances for wife and child, amount- 
ing to $22.50 per month, based on heart disease. He was married in October 1924 
and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a sugar refiner 
at $3 per day, and since discharge has held various jobs, at present as a peniten- 
tiary guard, at a salary of $1,200 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of kicks and beatings, and, 
while ill from the effects of the gas, the lack of treatment caused nausea which 
strained his heart and left him in his present condition. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant received rough treatment on the way back from the lines, and, 
suffering greatly from the effects of gas, was placed in the infirmary at Giessen 
camp. He received no treatment for this condition and was sent to Platenburg 
where he was compelled to work for two weeks. For refusing to continue working, 
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he, with others, was returned to Giessen where he spent some time in punishment 
barracks. He complains that a heart condition developed, due to the lack of 
treatment and compulsory exercise. He confines his complaint to this lack of 
treatment and does not allege any disablement resulting from rough and violent 
handling. In August 1916, after examination by a travelling medical commission, 
claimant was transferred to Switzerland. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from valvular heart 
disease. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. McCarley, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical history files bear out the conditions noted, for which he is in receipt of 
pension. 

The evidence in this case is not sufficient to establish that claimant’s present 
condition results from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The primary cause 
of the heart condition is probably the gas received previous to capture. It does 
not necessarily follow that the lack of treatment alleged induced or aggravated 
the condition in question. From the evidence of a fellow prisoner, claimant was 
suffering from this affection very shortly after capture, I regard the case as purely 
pensionable. In this state of the record, the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 
Orrawa, September 5, 1932. 


CASE 2514—VAUGHAN 8. REGAN 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant in November, 
1931, and the usual claim forms were sent to him, but have never been returned 
completed. It appears from his military files that he enlisted in August, 1914, 
was taken prisoner April 24, 1915, and repatriated to England on December 7, 
1918. He was notified to appear before the Commission at its sessions at Boston, 
Mass., on May 31, 1932, but failed to present himself, and his default has 
remained unexplained. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed for want of 
prosecution, 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2416—DONALD RENNIE 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier who served, as a Corporal, with the 
Royal Field Artillery—Regimental No. 656303. He first came to Canada in 
1911 and enlisted October 6, 1914, in Scotland, at the age of 21 years. His 
return to Scotland before the war was not intended as permanent. He had 
joined a ship, as a member of the crew, in Montreal and when the vessel reached 
Austria, the crew was paid off due to some trouble and he seized the opportunity 
to go home. He was taken prisoner in March, 1918, unwounded, and was 
repatriated to England early in December of that year. He was in receipt of 
a 20 per cent disability pension for general debility and received 6 shillings per 
week from December 29, 1930, to December 27, 1931. He was married in July, 
1914, and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was a railway employee 
in Scotland earning $30 when on full time, and is now employed as a chauffeur, 
earning $380 when on full time. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of severe beatings, 
insanitary conditions, loss of mail and parcels and of a blow in the face with 
a rifle butt, which left a scar. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

While claimant served as an Imperial soldier, he has successfully shown 
that he was resident in Canada before the war. He was a prisoner for about 
8 months, which period he spent at Flavy le Martel and Schlettdt. He appears 
to have been employed for a few days behind the lines moving an ammunition 
dump. At Schlettdt he was subjected to beatings for refusing to do N.C.O. 
duty, and, upon recapture, after an unsuccessful attempt to escape, he struck 
the commandant who was whipping him and was knocked unconscious with the 
butt of a rifle by a guard. His face was cut leaving a scar, but no disability 
has resulted therefrom. He now suffers from nervousness which he attributes 
to the strain of his experience whilst a prisoner. Originally he also appeared 
to have suffered from a stomach disorder from which, however, he is now 
recovered. 

The medical record indicates that claimant has a scar and deformity at 
external corner of right eye which, however, causes no disability and has not 
affected the sight of the eye. Dr. C. McLean, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files, as an 
Imperial, are not available, an entry merely appearing that he was in receipt of 
pension for “general debility”’. 

In this state of the record, it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. It is not sufficient for a claimant merely to show that he was 
roughly treated whilst a prisoner of war. He must, in addition, establish that 
the maltreatment complained of has resulted in permanent disability to him 
(see general Opinion annexed to my earlier report upon maltreatment cases). 
This the present claimant has failed to show. His case must, accordigly, be 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ortawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 2472--FREDERICK HERBERT REW 


Claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental No. 7898. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 22 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gunshot wounds in 
the right hip and abdomen. He was released to Holland about a week after 
the Armistice and was repatriated to England December 12, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 20 per cent disability pension, amounting to $23 per month, based 
on heart trouble. He was married in September, 1923, and has two children, 
one an infant. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as an hotel waiter, averag- 
ing about $600 per annum, including board, clothes and room. He is now 
engaged in the same occupation and earns a living. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the bad food, 
solitary confinement for attempted escapes, stoppage of parcels, beatings and 
insanitary living conditions. He now suffers from nervous disorders and heart 
trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

From a dressing station, claimant was taken to Roulers and then sent on 
to Paderborn hospital, where he remained for 7 months. He speaks of his treat- 
ment as excellent. Upon discharge, he was sent to Sennelager, where he com- 
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plains chiefly of the poor food. At Stauhmuhl and Meisenvenn (sic) claimant 
complains of the living conditions as most insanitary. Claimant made at least 
8 attempts to escape, was recaptured and served the usual confinement to cells, 
with long periods awaiting punishment. Apart from an odd blow and general 
rough usage, he does not stress physical brutality to himself. Claimant also 
spent time at Burgstenfurt, Dulmen, Munster, Gottingen and Dusseldorf. He 
attributes his present condition of health chiefly to food conditions in Germany. 
Corroboration as to his present nervous and run-down state is furnished by his 
employer, the maitre d’hotel of the Mount Royal Hotel, Montreal. a8 

Claimant has produced no medical evidence, but his medical history files 
show that he suffers from general debility, said to have originated in “France 
and Germany”. His documents contain the following notation: “When cap- 
tured after being wounded and sent to Germany, owing to prison life and environ- 
ment, gradually got weaker, till after 3 years and 9 months of prison life was 
very exhausted and anaemic when returned to England”’. 

Claimant is in receipt of pension for his disabled condition. I think it 
follows, from the foregoing analysis of the evidence, that his condition is of 
nutritional origin, possibly aggravated by general conditions of camp life in 
Germany. As explained in general Opinion annexed to my earlier report upon 
maltreatment cases, impairment to health following the rigours and stress of 
conditions of life in prison camps does not entitle a claimant to reparations. 
He must connect his disability with direct maltreatment whilst a prisoner. This, 
claimant has failed to do, and I am, accordingly, bound to disallow the claim. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 15, 1932. 


CASE 2622—HAROLD RILEY 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on June 26, 1915, was captured on October 8, 1916, was repatriated to 
England on December 3, 1918, and discharged January 4, 1919. Claimant was 
notified, through his attorneys, to appear before the Commission, at its Toronto 
sessions on April 30, 1932, but he failed to do so. His attorneys were unable to 
explain his absence. In these circumstances the claim must be disallowed for 
want of prosecution. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OTTAWA, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2559—JOSEPH ROBERT 


Claimant was a Private in the 22nd Battalion—Regimental No. 61398. He 
enlisted October 26, 1914, at the age of 16 years, and was taken prisoner June 
16, 1916, suffering from gunshot wounds in the fingers of the left hand. He was 
repatriated to England December 19, 1918. He is in receipt of a 10 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $11.50 per month, based on his service wound 
in the hand. He was married in February, 1926, and has one child. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as an apprentice printer, earning $4 per week, 


\ and is now employed though he did work for a time as a cigar store clerk, earn- 


ing $32 per week, but had to give this up due to illness. 
He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of long hours of labour 
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in the iron mines, also in the stone quarries, where the food was bad and no 
parcels were received. Was forced back to work although exhausted, and finally 
he was sent to hospital. Contracted influenza and managed to recover although 
he received no medical treatment. Now suffers from nervousness and heart 
trouble. 


An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Menin, where his wounded hand was bandaged. 
Sent on to Giessen, to which camp he remained attached for a year, he was sent 
out on working parties. First, at an iron mine he complains chiefly of the food 
and long hours of work. For an attempted escape he received the usual con- 
finement to cells. Claimant was sent to a farm, from which he again attempted 
to escape, was returned to Giessen and sent out to work in stone quarries, where 
he complains of the hard work, lack of food and barrack accommodation. He 
speaks of being kicked, was injured in a fall in the quarry and returned to 
Giessen hospital for a month. He was finally transferred to Meschede, where 
he complains only of the food and the failure to deliver his parcels. He was 
not called upon to work here, but contracted the flu, for which he received no 
medical attention. He suffers from nervousness and a heart condition. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of 
a physician. Claimant’s medical history files refer to the disablement to his 
hand, with indication of neurosis and disordered action of the heart. 

Claimant was exposed to the routine of general camp conditions in Germany 
and apparently became affected by an anxiety neurosis, which, I am informed, 
is readily responsive to treatment. The record does not disclose a disability 
resulting from maltreatment, which would entitle claimant to an award. His 
case is one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As 
far as this Commission is concerned, the claim must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 28, 1932. 


CASE 2724—ANGUS ROSS 


Claimant was a Private in the 18th Battalion—Regimental No. 803217. 
He enlisted June 17, 1916, at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner May 
9, 1917, at Fresnoy, suffering with small shrapnel wounds in the back. He was 
repatriated to England December 16, 1918. He received a gratuity of $50 
from the pension authorities, and is at present in Ottawa under observation in 
connection with pension reinstatement. He is unmarried and is a farmer by 
occupation, having earned $50 per month and board before enlistment. He is 
now unemployed. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of long hours of labour 
with Russian fellow-prisoners and no English speaking companions, crippled 
feet due to wearing wooden clogs without socks, starvation and bad food, con- 
finement in a dark cellar over a week-end without food, and forced to work 
at point of a bayonet when weak from wounds and lack of food. Suffered several 
solitary confinements for attempted escapes. He now suffers from stomach 
disorders and weak spells. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

After capture he was taken to hospital at Douai where he remained three 
days without treatment. He was then taken to a rest camp at Rasstat where 
he nearly starved for lack of food. After six weeks he was removed to Heidburg 
and was placed at work on a farm and collapsed from weakness and pain in 
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the back during an 18-mile walk from the train to the farm. He worked long 
hours at this farm and remained there six months. His feet became crippled 
owing to the wearing of wooden clogs. He was compelled to go to work whether 
he felt equal to it or not. His next task was in carrying planks at a sawmill 
though his back was still sore. He was knocked down by a guard for not mov- 
ing more quickly and was confined to the dark cells over the week-end. He 
attempted to escape, was recaptured and received the usual punishment. He 
was returned to farm work and stayed about two months, made another attempt 
to escape and received the usual punishment. He was next sent to the iron 
foundry and found that his back was so weak and sore that he made another 
attempt to escape. Upon recapture he was beaten. He states that the work 
of carrying lumber in the sawmill aggravated his back condition so that it 
remains weak and sore up to the present time and he can scarcely do any 
lifting or heavy work. 

The medical record consists of a certificate by Dr. C. R. Graham, of 
Ottawa, who examined the claimant on July 4, 1932. It covers the question of 
catarrhal deafness and finds that hearing in the right ear to tuning fork is 
about half normal distance and in the left ear about quarter normal distance. 
The bone conduction is better than air conduction in the left ear. Regarding the 
shrapnel wounds he finds three fairly large scars on the back of the trunk at — 
the level of the 9th dorsal spine. Pain over the spinal column about the level 
of 7th dorsal spine and also about four inches to the right about the level of 
the 9th or 10th ribs. It is aggravated by bending forward. He states that 
there is still foreign body present in this region. Claimant further complains 
of pain in movement of the right hip which becomes worse in wet weather. 
These pains in back and hip interfere with his work as a labourer. He was 
submitted to a further X-ray examination at Ottawa a few days previous to 
the hearing and is now undergoing treatment. 

It is difficult to determine to what extent the claimant’s present disability 
can be attributed to his wounds received on or before capture and to the treat- 
ment meted out to him while a prisoner in being compelled to labour at heavy 
tasks while still suffering from the wounds in his back. In the absence of more 
definite and conclusive evidence that claimant’s present disability results from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war, I am unable to reach a finding in his 
favour. He has failed to discharge the burden resting upon him, and I regard 
the case as one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
The claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 26, 1932. 


CASE 2425—FRANCIS EDWARD RUSSELL 


Claimant was a Private in the 5th C.M.R.—Regimental number 110491. 
He enlisted April 25, 1915, at the age of 16 years. He was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, unwounded and was repatriated to England, December 2, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was an 
apprenticed plumber earning 4 per week and is now unemployed, although for a 
time he was employed as a salesman, earning $22.50 per week, out of which he 
had to piay his own expenses. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been struck 
on the head with a rifle resulting in injury to the spine. Received a kick in the 
stomach, which, together with the bad food, resulted in stomach trouble. He 
also suffers from a nervous disorder. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained 3 months and 
complains only of the food. Sent out on a working party, cutting timbers in the 
bush, he complains of being hit over the back of the head, which resulted in an 
infection and necessitated his admission to hospital at Gladebeck. From his 
description of the treatment, it would appear that he was suffering from a car- 
buncle. Claimant next spent time at Munster camp, at Hagen (sic), at Frie- 
drechsfeld, and, at an officers’ camp in West Prussia. He has no particular com- 
plaint as to his treatment at these latter camps, his claim for maltreatment 
being virtually confined to the incident at Gladebeck above referred to. He 
attributes to the blow on the head, then received, a present nervous debility and 
some digestive disturbance. It is noted that while his statement of claim men- 
tions a kick in the stomach while a prisoner which has left a disability, he says 
nothing of this in his testimony. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from duodenal spasms, 
fissure of rectum and small haemorrhoids. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 10 per cent. Dr. G. W. Lougheed, who certifies to the foregoing, did not 
appear before the Commission. A certificate of Dr. Geo. Carroll is also filed, 
indicating a condition of chronic gastritis with acute exacerbations. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual. 

Claimant’s disability has not been shown to be serious. I do not think that 
the injury referred to can have caused the nervous trouble spoken of (but not 
covered by the medical certificate). Whatever disability claimant has suffered 
is to be regarded as the result of general camp life in Germany and does not 
constitute maltreatment within the meaning of the relevant sections of the 
Treaty of Versailles. The claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 15, 1982. 


CASE 2609—JAMES WILLIAMSON RUTHERFORD 


Claimant was a Private in the 2nd Battalion—Regimental No. 8363. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly gassed. He was repatriated to 
England in December, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in 
March, 1919, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he worked in a tannery, 
earning $1.75 per day, and is now a textile dyer, earning about $30 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having injured his 
knee when he was jammed against the side of a hot furnace, was compelled to 
do heavy labour in the stone quarries where he was continually beaten by the 
guards and now suffers from nervous disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent the first 6 weeks of his captivity at Giessen camp, as to 
which he has no complaints. He was sent out to the Giesweid Iron Foundry, 
where he remained two years. He was made to work on the furnaces and speaks 
generally of beatings. While working upon a furnace, he declares that he was 
thrown, through carelessness of a guard, against the side of a furnace, inflicting 
a severe burn about the knee. He was in hospital for 6 weeks and reports the 
treatment as fair. Returned to Giessen, he appears to have spent 6 more weeks in 
hospital. Upon discharge from hospital, claimant spent two weeks at Heuston, 
where he sustained an accidental injury to his finger. After a further short 
period in Giessen, he was sent to two working commandos, returned to Giessen, 
and then sent out to a stone quarry, of which he complains bitterly. He was 
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only there two weeks but asserts that he was constantly beaten, because a 
German coin had been found upon him. Heavy tasks were imposed upon him 
until finally he injured himself intentionally by pouring ‘boiling water on his 
foot and was sent to hospital, where he remained 3 months. He has no com- 
plaints as to his treatment there, nor at Hausenheimer, where he was then sent 
for the remainder of his captivity. He complains chiefly of his nerves, adds 
that his injured knee still troubles him and that his stomach is affected. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “nervous attacks 
frequently especially inability to concentrate his mind after slight accidents or 
even loud noises”. The injury to the knee is declared to be minor. Dr. A. E. 
McKibbon, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. 

In this state of the record I am unable to reach a finding in claimant’s favour. 
The knee injury, which, at all events, was probably accidental in origin, is 
negligible. The nervous condition referred to, is too general to justify a finding 
that it is due to maltreatment. For reasons which have been explained in Opinion 
annexed to my earlier report upon maltreatiment cases, disability resulting from 
the strain and stress of camp life in Germany is insufficient to found an award. 
Claimant’s recourse, if any, 1s before the Board of Pension Commissioners. The 
claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ottawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2292—PHILIP X. SANGSTER 


The claimant was was a Private in the 46th Battalion—Regimental No. 
911866. He enlisted April 18, 1916, at the age of 24 years. He was taken 
prisoner October 26, 1917, at Passchendaele, suffering from gunshot wound in 
the right femur, and was repatriated to England May 20, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 25 per cent pension for himself and family, amounting to $32.50 based on 
the wound received. He was married in November 1922 and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was-employed as a clerk and window-trimmer, earning 
about $28 per week, and is now engaged in window-trimming and card-writing, 
earning $27.50 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention, that he was forced to work too soon on his injured leg which resulted 
in great loss of blood and the telescoping of the bones, lack of food and exposure. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a hospital case during the entire time of his captivity—about 
7 months. He complains only of the lack of proper medical treatment and 
contends that, had he received skilful treatment, he would not now be so 
seriously disabled. His leg was fractured when captured, and although his 
evidence shows that proper treatment was indicated, it was not effective. 
Extensions were applied but without beneficial results. He states that at Trier 
he was made to walk too soon and the fracture broke down and was never reset 
until his return to Canada. He now suffers a permanent shortening of the leg 
of from 15 to 2 inches. I am informed that it is not unusual in femur cases of 
this kind for the patient to be left with some shortening. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from limitation of move- 
ment in the right thigh, with pain and weakness. The leg is shortened. Dr. 
Frank D. McTavish appeared before the Commission and explained the surgical 
attention he had given claimant, which has largely improved his condition. Dr. 
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McTavish is of opinion that the injury did not appear to have received proper 
medical attention at the outset, but admits from the history of the case that the 
treatment was in the right direction, and the inference remains that bad judgment, 
rather than malpractice, is responsible for the condition found. 

It is always difficult in these cases charging medical ill treatment or neglect, 
to establish the line between lack of judgment and maltreatment. I do not think 
that claimant has proven that his disability would have been less had his 
treatment been other than it was. His injury was quite serious, and I do not 
consider that I should speculate as to what the outcome might have been had he 
been given different treatment. His case is one for the consideration of the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. It must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 8, 1932. 


CASE 2598—JOHN DUNCAN SCOTT 


Claimant was a Private in the 38rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9723. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 32 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but slightly gassed. He was 
repatriated to England, December 14, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, and 
is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a labourer, earning about 
$12 per week, and while unemployed at present, his last job as labourer enabled 
him to earn about $20 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of forced labour in 
mineral mines, smelter and brick yards, and received kicks and beatings with 
rifle butts. Injured his feet by being made to wear wooden clogs. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen Camp and has no complaint of his 
treatment during the three months he spent there. Sent out to an ore mine, at. 
Laurenberg, he complains of being beaten for refusing to work. He was returned 
to Giessen and confined to barracks for not producing enough work and was then 
sent out to a smelter. Here, he complains of the work and declares that his 
feet were damaged on the hot metal, through wearing wooden clogs. He does 
not attribute any considerable disability to this injury. He was again beaten 
for refusing to work and sustained an arm injury, which, however, has left no 
disability. As a result of his experiences he complains of the injury to his feet 
and that his nervous condition is poor. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
silicosis, poor blood pressure and cardiac weakness. No mention is made of any 
foot condition. His percentage of disability is stated at 40 per cent. Dr. 
Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files contain nothing unusual. His 
medical examination, upon discharge, shows no disability. 

I am inclined to think that the percentage of disability stated in the medical 
certificate produced is unduly high. Claimant, like other prisoners, was roughly 
handled, but I do not consider that he has been successful in establishing that 
he now suffers a disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. 
- His claim, if any, is one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Com- 
missioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, the claim fails, and must be 
disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 16, 1932. 
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CASE 2291—MERVIN CECIL SIMMONS 


The claimant was a Private in ‘the 7th Battalion—Regimental number 
23445. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years. He was taken 
prisoner April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffffering from bullet 
wound in the right shoulder blade. He escaped to Holland in September, 1916. 
He is not in receipt of pension. He was married in June, 1927, and has one 
child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a carpenter earning about $110 
per month and since discharge he has tried unsuccessfully to resume his trade. 
He then took up farming and is now teaching school, earning $1,420 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of confinement ‘to cells, 
bad food and general conditions which affected his health. 

This claimant was unable to appear before me at any of the sittings 
conducted in Western Canada due to the fact that he lives in a remote part of 
Northern British Columbia, hard to reach by mail or telegraph. He could not 
leave his school for the length of time necessary to come either to Vancouver 
or Edmonton. However, the record is fairly complete, with declarations and 
certificates, augmented by a lengthy statement made by the claimant upon 
repatriation, and I do not think he would be able to add very much by way of 
verbal testimony. Consequently, I shall deal with the case upon the record as 
filed. 

After capture claimant was first taken to Giessen. camp, where he remained 
until the end of 1915. Conditions were not bad at Giessen, apart from the food. 
He received hospital ttreatment here and has little complaint to make. He 
volunteered for farm work and found the treatment good. Intending to escape 
if possible, he and a companion made the attempt but he was retaken, returned 
to Giessen and placed in solitary confinement. He was given 14 days dark 
cells and then confined to strafe barracks for four weeks. There was no harsh 
treatment. He was transferred to Celle-Hanover in January, 1916, and to 
Vehnemoor later in the same month. Here the sanitary arrangements were bad, 
the food poor and the prisoners were made te work at digging peat where it was 
impossible to keep dry feet. He was never punished, except after a second 
attempt to escape, when, upon recapture, he was confined ‘to cells for five nights; 
then his great coat was taken from him and he suffered from cold during 14 
days subsequent to confinement. He was sent to Deinstedt in February where 
he received good treatment. He succeeded finally in escaping to Holland on 
September 10th. The foregoing outline of his treatment in Germany is taken 
from the statement made by him upon repatriation. In his declaration made in 
support of his claim he is more vehement in his denunciation of the food and 
living conditions, particularly of the confinement to cells. He contends that the 
darkness, cold and starvation had the effect of breaking down his health. A 
certificate is filed by Dr. W. A. Watson of Pouce Coupe, B.C. certifying to 
general loss of health due to ill treatment while a prisoner. He fixes claimant’s 
disability at 100 per cent in the claimant’s own calling of carpenter and at 75 
per cent in the general labour market. 

Declarations are filed by Edward Moe of Dawson Creek, B.C., Thomas S. 
Norman of the same place and James Henry Clark of Pouce Coupe, all to the 
effect that the claimant suffers impaired health and is extremely nervous. 

Claimant underwent the usual conditions of captivity in Germany, and, for 
reasons explained in Opinion annexed to my earlier report on maltreatment cases, 
I do not consider that he was subjected to such maltreatment as will entitle 
him to an award. He has failed to discharge the burden of showing a present - 
disability resulting from maltreatment. His claim for injury to health, if estab- 
lished, may possibly entitle him to consideration at the hands of the Board of 
Pension Commissioners. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 5, 1932. Commissioner. 
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Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant. The 
usual claim forms do not appear to have been completed, but it appears from 
claimant’s military files that he enlisted on June 26, 1915, was taken prisoner 
on June 2, 1916, and repatriated to England on December 30, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension. Under date of November 30, 1931, 
notice of withdrawal of the claim was given by claimant’s Attorneys. The 
claim is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2235—ALEXANDER SINCLAIR 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on June 30, 1915, was captured on June 2, 1916, was repatriated to 
England on December 20, 1918, and discharged as medically unfit on April 8, 
1919. Claimant was notified to appear before the Commission at its Toronto 
sessions on April 28, 1932, but failed to do so. His Attorneys were unable to 
explain his absence. In these circumstances, the claim must be disallowed for 
want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 18, 1932. 


CASE 2417--HORACE VICTOR SINCLAIR 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27645. He 
enlisted in August 1914, at the age of 18 years and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but gassed. He was 
repatriated to England January 6, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension, but 
has an application pending therefore. He was married in January 1920, and has 
three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a hotel clerk, earning 
$18 per week, and since discharge worked with a sheet metal products company, 
earning $18 per week and for the past five years has been in the Toronto Post 
Office, at an annual salary of $1,560. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of an injury to his back 
due to beatings with rifles, was forced to labour in a mineral mine, received beat- 
ings, solitary confinement for three weeks. Forced to work on railway con- 
struction and to do farm labour, made attempts to escape, was caught, beaten 
and confined. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp and apparently worked in a mine. 
He complains that he was beaten with rifle butts and though suffering from boils 
was compelled to work and received little medical attention. Sent to Lichten- 
horst, via Celle, working on the canals he speaks of a blow with the butt of a rifle 
across the back, from which he was laid up for 6 weeks and the effects whereof he 
still complains. He was then sent to work on the railways and speaks of general 
rough usage. After some time at Hameln camp, claimant was sent out on a farm 
and was denied medical attention for a stomach condition and dizziness. He 
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attempted to escape, was recaptured, and given the usual 14 days cells. Another 
unsuccessful attempt was visited with similar punishment. He completed his 
period of captivity at Hanover, working in a machine shop, where he complains 
that his eyes were injured from the hot iron. He now suffers from nervous head- 
aches, his back, and harbours an intense resentment at his treatment, which reacts 
unfavourably upon his general health. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
chronic colitis and debilitated condition. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 25 per cent, in his own calling, and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Certificate of Dr. P. L. Irwin is also filed relating to some back 
injury spoken of by claimant, but as to which there is no external evidence. Dr. 
Irwin rates his disability at from 25 per cent to 50 per cent. Claimant’s medical 
history files show that his somewhat impaired vision is of prewar origin and has 
not been aggravated by service. In other respects, he is declared normal. 

In this state of the record, it is impossible to reach a finding in claimant’s 
favour. The back condition, of which he complains, is too indefinite to permit of 
a finding that it has resulted from the blow referred to. Any diminution of vision 
was not the result of imprisonment and claimant’s nervousness can be set down to 
the strain and duress of general camp life in Germany. Claimant’s recourse, if 
any, is before the Board of Pension Commissioners, where he has an application 
pending. The claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 24, 1932. 


CASE 2276—WM. SINCLAIR 


The claimant was an Imperial soldier who came to Canada to reside in July 
1926. He enlisted on September 4, 1914, with the 15th Royal Irish Rifles— 
Regimental number 6973228—and was taken prisoner on March 26, 1918, un- 
wounded. He was repatriated to England on November 23, 1918. He is not now 
in receipt of pension. 

He complains of maltreatment whilst a prisoner and declares that he was hit 
by a guard with a wire cable and was knocked about, with resultant injury to 
his hearing. Claimant appeared before the Commission at Calgary, on October 
2, 1931, and upon learning the date of his arrival in Canada, July 1926, he was 
advised that he was without right before this Commission. 

Upon further consideration, this view is now confirmed. The date constitutive 
of jurisdiction has been fixed as of January 10, 1920, date of the ratification of the 
Treaty of Versailles as is explained in my earlier Report dealing with maltreat- 
ment cases. The claim, therefore fails for want of jurisdiction. Reserving to 
claimant all other recourses, and, without deciding the case upon its merits, I 
must, therefore, disallow the claim in so far as this Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 17, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2458—THOMAS SIVITER 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 144967. He 
enlisted in July 1915 at the age of 20 years. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, 
neither wounded nor gassed, and was repatriated to England, December 8, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of pension but has an application pending therefor. He was 
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married in March 1922 and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as an electric fixture maker, earning $14 per week and is now a fore- 
man with the Scarboro Waterworks, at $34 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of inadequate and bad 
food, of being compelled to stand for 12 hours in the glaring sun without cover- 
ing, was prodded and kicked by guards when he fell through weakness, and was 
injured by a fall of 18 feet from a scaffold, but was refused medical attention 
and forced to continue at work. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen Camp and was sent out, with a working 
party, to Engers, where he remained for the period of his captivity. He com- 
plains of the bad food, refers to blows received but admits that these were not 
severe and did him no permanent injury. He complains bitterly of being made 
to stand to attention for long hours, which was punishment meted out for any 
infractions of discipline and was visited upon all prisoners, innocent and other- 
wise. He was injured from a fall into a hole, but received some medical atten- 
tion for the injury. He complains chiefly of the strain of being made to stand 
to attention, which, he declares has impaired his nervous system. He has dizzy 
spells. He does not lose time from his work and appears to have made steady 
progress with his present employers. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia. 
No percentage of disability is stated, and Dr. R. Walters, who certifies to the 
foregoing condition, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical 
history files show nothing unusual. His medical examination, upon discharge, 
declares “ all systems normal.” 

The statement of claimant’s disability is so vague and the medical evidence 
so general, that it is not possible to reach the conclusion that claimant has suf- 
fered a disability due to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. That he was 
subjected to disciplinary punishment while a prisoner does not constitute mal- 
treatment unless such punishment be shown to be unreasonable and brutal. This, 
claimant has not shown. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of 
Pension Commissioners. The claim fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 2504—JOHN ROBERT SMITH 


Claimant was a private in the 138th Battalion—Regimental No. 24398. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 26 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas. He was released to 
Holland in March, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension; was married in 1912 
and now has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed in the build- 
ing trade, earning about $800 per anum, and is now groundsman, at $75 per 
month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of a beating with a rifle 
which injured his head and wrist, received no medical treatment for the gas, 
bad food and starvation. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent his period of captivity at a number of prison camps, viz: 
Meschede, Giessen, Neiderhochstadt, Sennelager, Sud Edewechtermoor, Hunt- 
losen and Ahlhorn. It is principally of his treatment at Sud Edewechtermoor 
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that he complains, where he was beaten by a guard and declares that his wrist 
was permanently injured and that he was struck over the head and side, from 
the result of which blows he still suffers. He complains also that he was suffer- 
ing greatly from the effects of gas which he received when captured and received 
no medical attention therefor, though he was coughing and obviously in deed 
of treatment. The food conditions were very bad and claimant speaks of general 
rough treatment and abuse at the various camps at which he was held. Claimant 
attributes his present weakened condition to the effects of gas, for which he was 
denied treatment, and to the beatings referred to. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. The absence of such evidence and the necessity of producing same 
was pointed out to claimant and his counsel at the hearing, but the record has 
not been completed. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. 
He is declared to have been fit upon discharge. | 

In this state of the record it is impossible to reach a finding in claimant’s 
favour. Not only must maltreatment be shown, but a claimant must also estab- 
lish some disability resulting therefrom (see opinion annexed to my earlier 
report dealing with maltreatment cases). Claimant has failed to discharge the 
burden which rests upon him and the claim, accordingly, fails. It is disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Ortawa, September 30, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2477—MAJOR FRED SMITH 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. No information regarding the claimant has been filed of record. 
Under date of March 8, 1932, these attorneys notified the Commission that the 
claim was withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2287—W. E. SMITH 


The claimant was a private with the Imperial forces, 2nd Battalion Wilt-. 
shire—Regimental No. 5564166. He was taken prisoner on October 24, 1914, 
slightly wounded in the left hand, and repatriated to England on or about 
November 28, 1918. He came to Canada to reside on April 17, 1921. 

He alleges maltreatment while a prisoner of war resulting in stomach trouble 
and the loss of teeth. He receives no pension. Claimant appeared before the 
Commission at its Vancouver sessions, on October 7, 1931, and was advised that, 
as an Imperial, his case could not receive consideration, and that his claim, if 
any, lay with the Imperial authorities. 

As pointed out, I do not consider that this Commission has jurisdiction to 
entertain the claim. For reasons which have been fully stated in my earlier 
report upon maltreatment cases, the date constitutive of jurisdiction has been 
fixed as of January 10, 1920. 

The claimant was not a resident of Canada at or previous to that date and 
his claim fails. Reserving to him all other recourses, and, without deciding the 
case upon its merits, I must, therefore, disallow the claim in so far as this Com- 
mission is concerned. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 
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Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9717. He 
enlisted in August 1914, at the age of 22 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, with a bullet wound im the back, and a 
touch of gas. He was repatriated to England January 7, 1919. He is not in 
receipt of pension, and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
hod carrier, earning $2.40 per day, and since discharge worked steadily at truck 
driving, earning $20 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical treatment 
of his wounds after capture and rough treatment in hospital, exposed to damp 
and wet while at work and received solitary confinement, was compelled to work 
while ill, bad bood and insanitary living conditions. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant received no attention for his wounds, bemg packed into a box car 
with other prisoners, and shipped to Giessen camp. The journey consumed three 
days. He was in hospital for a month and complains that the treatment was 
unnecessarily rough. In January 1916 he was sent to Vehnemoor, via Celle, 
where he worked in water, digging ditches, and was confined to cells for failure 
to do what was required of him. He was then sent to Ostenholzermoor, engaged 
upon similar work, followed by Bokelah, where he was taken ill and received 
some medical attention. He suffered from boils and was denied treatment and 
compelled to work. At Peterspheen, claimant contracted influenza, and was 
refused medical attention. He completed his period of captivity at Saltau. He 
now complains of his nerves and the injury to his shoulder. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from ‘ neurasthenia, 
arthritis, digestion and general condition below par and right shoulder weak.” 
His percentage of disability is stated at 75 per cent, in his own calling, and at 
25 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, although it was pointed 
out at the hearing that the medical evidence was not satisfactory. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual, no disability being indicated. 

The injury to claimant’s shoulder was of service origin and I do not find in 
the testimony that the condition was aggravated by lack of medical treatment 
as contended by claimant. The condition of his nerves and stomach is quite 
general, and from the record, cannot be said to result from maltreatment. 
Claimant has not discharged the burden of showing a present disability resulting 
from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. His recourse, if any, is before the 
Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, the 
claim fails and must be disallowed. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 24, 1932. 


CASE 2406—CHARLES THOMAS SPENCER 


Claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 24&81. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 22 years. and was taken prisoner October 
8, 1916, on the Somme, sufferimg from gunshot wounds in the right hip, right 
forearm and deafened in the right ear by a shell explosion. He was repatriated 
to England January 16, 1919. He is im receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension 
amounting to $35 per month, based on chronic suppuration of the ear and the 
wound in the right thigh. He was married February 1, 1919, and has three 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a waiter, earning about $50 
per month, and is now an assistant shipper, earning $19 per week. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of neglect of his wounds, 
compelled to work before his wounds were healed, confinement to dark cells for 
refusing to work on munitions and a smashed forefinger while at work. Also 
received a blow from rifle butt in the face causing the loss of teeth and aggravated 
his ear injury. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant first contends that his wounds remained unattended until he 
reached Cambrai several days after capture. At Cambrai, and later Parchim, 
he says that the only treatment he received was “ dry bandages ”’ and! his wounds 
burned with caustic. Discharged before his wounds had healed, he was com- 
pelled to work felling trees and asserts that he was hit in the mouth, knocking 
out eight teeth, and was also hit over the right ear, further damaging that organ. 
He was confined to cells for fourteen days on bread and water and speaks of 
punishment by being made to run to and fro for two hours at a time and then left 
to dry in the open. Claimant spent eight months on a farm, where he lost a part 
of the forefinger of his right hand and was given no medical care for this jury. 
The injury appears to have been accidental. He was returned to camp, had the 
finger attended to and was sent out to another farm, where the work was heavy 
and he was beaten on several occasions for no apparent reason it seems. He 
complains of exposure to the weather with no change of clothing. At an Iron 
Works, claimant was given beatings, served time in cells and upon reporting sick » 
received a further term of imprisonment by way of treatment. He declares that 
he spent 48 days under arrest. He now suffers from nervousness. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers or has suffered with his 
right hip, right side of face and right ear. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 75 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. D. F. Gaspard, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files relate only to his ear condition 
and the injury to the hip, which were of service origin. There is no mention of 
the loss of teeth. 

There is some discrepancy in claimant’s testimony as to the loss of teeth and 
the manner in which this occurred. As stated, no mention is made of this in his 
medical record, nor, in fact, in the medical certificate produced. The remaining 
disabilities are clearly of service origin and no aggravation of the condition has 
been shown to have resulted from maltreatment. Claimant was roughly treated 
as a prisoner, but I consider that he has failed to show the connexity between any 
present disablement and such treatment. The claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 29, 1932. 


CASE 2597—SYDNEY L. STANLEY 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 109171. He 
enlisted in September, 1914 at the age of 23 years, and was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, unwounded, and was repatriated to England December 8, 1918. He 
is in receipt of a 5 per cent disability pension, amounting to $6.50 per month, 
based on flat feet and deafness. He was married in June 1919 and has two 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed learning engraving, earning up to 
$12 per week. He is now a press hand, earning $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of injury to his feet because 
of being made to wear wooden clogs, beatings for not doing the required amount 
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of work, received a bayonet wound in the knee from a guard and sets out 
experiences of cruelty, such as being nearly hanged, and tortured by being com- 
pelled to stand in bare feet on hot tin plates, the usual starvation, confinement and 
standing at attention. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant spent the first six months of his captivity at or attached to Dulmen 
Camp. Sent out on a working party to Gladbeck cutting trees, he encountered 
rough treatment because he could not keep up with the work. He was beaten 
and even threatened with hanging, was sent to cells and spent a month in hospital 
as the result of the beating he received. For an attempted escape, he was con- 
fined to cells and later transferred to Lunenberg (attached to Munster) where he 
worked in a smelter. He complains of the excessive heat and the heavy labour. 
Here he fainted and was sent to hospital for one month. Returned to Munster, 
he has no complaints, but declares that at the chemical factory of Essen, he was 
badly beaten and made to stand on hot tin plates for six hours because he had 
failed to salute General Von Hindenberg, who was passing through. To this 
treatment and the wearing of clogs, he attributes a condition of flat feet from 
which he still suffers. Claimant spent some time at Friedrichsfeld and Dulmen 
and complains of the filthy work on the latrines—and of beatings received. He 
complains of a nervous condition, his head and his feet. 

The medical evidence consists of two certificates, of Drs. Edgar Rae and H. 
Glendenning. The former refers to a condition of boils, which persisted for 15 
years, and a general nervous condition. The latter indicates that claimant suffered 
from gastritis, suspected ulcer and flat feet in 1919-20. No percentage of dis- 
ability is stated. Claimant’s medical history files show the condition of flat 
feet and Otitis Media (post discharge); otherwise nothing unusual is noted. 

It is evident, I think, that this case is for the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
Claimant received rough usage, but I do not consider that it follows, from the 
experiences related, that his present disablement is due to maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner of war. The use of clogs and the incident of standing on hot tin plates 
does not, in my opinion, account for the condition complained of. That claimant 
was unable to withstand the rigours and strain of camp conditions in Germany 
may be the subject of pension, but does not, in my view, found a valid claim 
for reparations. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, August 16, 1932. 


CASE 2581—CHARLES STEWART 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant, through 
the Canadian Legion. The usual claim forms have not been completed. From his 
military files, claimant appears to have enlisted on May 12, 1915, was captured 
November 8, 1916, and repatriated to England on December 9, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 40 per cent disability pension, based upon service wounds. Under 
date of August 17, 1932, the Canadian Legion, Saskatchewan Command, Regina, 
advised that claimant did not desire to press the claim. It is, accordingly, dis- 
allowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 
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CASE 2254—C. P. STOKES 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, but no parti- 
culars have been furnished. He would appear to have served with the Imperials, 
though the record discloses that he was resident in Canada before the War. He 
was duly notified to appear before the Commission at its Vancouver sessions, 
but failed to do so, and has since given written notice that he cannot substantiate 
his claim. In these circumstances the claim is disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 7, 1932. 


CASE 2548—B. C. STONE 


Claimant completed the usual claim forms, from which it appears that he 
enlisted on April 24, 1915, was captured on June 4, 1916, was repatriated to 
England on December 10, 1918, and discharged on April 1, 1919. Claimant was 
notified to appear before the Commission at its Toronto sessions on April 28, 
1932, but failed to do so. His attorneys were unable to explain his absence. In 
these circumstances, the claim must be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


-ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 18, 1932. 


CASE 2539—WILLIAM HENRY STRUMBLE 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 109629. He 
enlisted in August, 1915, at the age of 27 years, and was taken prisoner June 
2, 1916, suffering with shrapnel wounds in the knee, the buttock, and the scar 
of a former operation was reopened. He was repatriated to England December 
18, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in June, 1919, and has 
one child. Prior to enlistment, he was a teamster earning about $9 per day per 
team of horses and since discharge has been employed as a janitor, at $25 per 
week. Had to quit three months before the hearing due to ill health. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to work 
before he had recovered from his wounds. Guard broke his finger and split his 
chin with a rifle butt. Seems to suffer chiefly from the wound in his stomach 
where the former operation was performed. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Munster No. 1, where he remained for about 
6 weeks and has no complaints, except as to food. He was then sent to coal 
mines at Mangadee (sic) where he remained until 6 weeks before the Armistice. 
His wounds were still troubling him, but he was compelled to work, was beaten 
and knocked unconscious for refusing to do what he was required. He also com- 
plains that he had his little finger broken from a blow by a guard and was hit 
across the chin, splitting it open and loosening his teeth. He still suffers from 
his finger and has lost all his teeth, which were extracted when he came home. 
He received no medical attention for either of these injuries. Claimant had some 
shrapnel removed from his knee and while complaining of the manner in which 
it was done, he is satisfied with the treatment given him. Claimant’s story is in 
many respects confused and it is difficult to determine just what did occur. As. 
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a result of his experiences, claimant declares that he suffers from his stomach. 
It appears that an old operation scar was reopened by shrapnel before capture. 
He also complains of his knee injury, which was of service origin. His eyesight 
is impaired, but he does not attribute this disablement to his imprisonment. 

The medical evidence is quite indefinite. It consists in the statement that 
claimant sustained ‘‘ shrapnel wounds during great war with resultant abdominal 
adhesions which would have to be proven or disproven by gastric X rays.” His 
percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent. Dr. W. J. Irwin, who certifies 
to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 

In this state of the record it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. His disabilities, except perhaps as to his finger, are of service 
origin and the evidence does not justify the conclusion that they became aggra- 
vated through maltreatment while a prisoner. I was inclined to regard the case 
as possibly meriting an award because of claimant’s experiences in the coal 
mines, but upon reconsideration, having regard to claimant’s testimony, I do 
not feel that he is entitled to an award from this Commission. His claim, if any, 
is for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim, 
accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. | 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 23, 1932. 


CASE 2421—WILLIAM ALLEN SUTHERLAND 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 10172. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 39 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, unwounded but slightly gassed. He was repatriated to England December 
10, 1918. He is now in receipt of a 75 per cent disability pension, amounting to 
$56.25 per month, based on basal nuclear changes and hypertension with neurosis. 
He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a labourer at the rate 
of 25 cents per hour and since discharge has only done occasional odd jobs and 
cannot work steadily due to ill health. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper food, bad 
living conditions, exposure, kicks and beatings, resulting in general debility. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was attached to Giessen Camp for the entire period of his cap- 
tivity. Sent out on a working party to Dedeseim, he was engaged in labouring 
work. He does not complain particularly of physical abuse, but declares that 
he was ‘beaten on the occasion of the escape of a prisoner, for laughing at the 
means adopted by the guards to recapture him. He was singled out and made to 
work waist deep in water until he finally fell ill and was taken to hospital at 
Giessen. He has no complaints as to his treatment there. On another occasion, 
when ill, he was beaten by a guard, because he could not work and again went. 
to hospital where he declares he received the “ best of attention.” From that 
time on, he was not subjected to maltreatment. He complains of a nervous 
condition as the result of his experiences. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
disordered action of the heart and chronic bronchitis. His percentage of dis- 
ability is stated at 100 per cent. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the 
foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files show the condition for which he is in receipt of pension. 
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It must be borne in mind that claimant is now 55 years of age and that the 
natural disabilities of advancing years have taken their toll. I cannot say, from 
a careful scrutiny of his testimony and the documents filed of record, that his 
present disabilities are the result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. That 
his constitution was not sufficiently robust to withstand the strain and duress of 
camp conditions in Germany cannot be laid at the door of the enemy. I regard 
the case as one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
As far as the Commission is concerned, the claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 2156—JOHN SWARTZ 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his attorneys. No information concerning the claimant has been fur- 
nished, nor was any evidence submitted. His attorneys have withdrawn the 
claim by general letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim is, accordingly, dis- 
allowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 1932. 


CASE 2492—SPENCER RUPERT SYMONDS 


Claimant was a Private in the P.P.C.L.I—Regimental No. 410902. He 
enlisted February 18, 1915, at the age of 19 years, and was taken prisoner 
June 3, 1916, suffering from shell shock and partial deafness. He was trans- 
ferred to Switzerland January 1, 1916, and reached England in December of 
that year. He is in receipt of a 100 per cent disability pension, amounting to 
$75 per month, based on tuberculosis, and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, 
he was a student at McGill University and after discharge worked for four years 
at clerical work and earned $120 per month in his last position, before illness 
prevented further work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subject to maltreatment, which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to work 
in the,coal mines and compelled to stand at attention for long periods for refusal 
to work. This occurred in cold, wet weather; he contracted penumonia from 
which he believes he developed his present disability. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen Camp, where he remained about 4 
months. Apart from food conditions, he has no complaints. Sent to the coal 
mines at Bochum, he refused to work but was forced down the mines. For con- 
tinued refusal to work in the mines, claimant was repeatedly made to stand to 
attention for long hours in inclement weather. On one occasion he underwent 
this punishment from 12 noon till 8 p.m., standing in the wet and cold. He was 
even threatened with shooting. Finally claimant succeeded in being sent back 
to Dulmen and about one week after his arrival, so greatly lowered was his 
power of resistance, he developed bronchial pneumonia. He was sent to hospital 
and has no complaints of his treatment there. He made a good recovery and 
remained in camp for about 6 months, when he was transferred to Sennelager 
and sent out on a working party in the bush. He refers to this as “a pretty 
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_ fair job” and has no complaints as to his treatment. His health had improved 
and he had regained his strength. Claimant contends that the exposure at the 
coal mines brought on the pneumonia from which he suffered and that this finally 
resulted in a tubercular condition. It must be noted that it was not until 1924 
that claimant’s condition of tuberculosis became evident. He had been examined 
yearly by Dr. Grant Campbell, without any evidence of this trouble, until an 
X-ray examination in 1924 disclosed its presence. Since that time claimant has 
been very seriously ill, has undergone operations, but, at the time of the hearing, 
appeared to have made a good recovery. His testimony was very frank and 
straightforward, without any attempt to lay undue emphasis upon incidents of 
maltreatment. 

The medical evidence is contained in claimant’s pension files and indicates 
the condition of tuberculosis referred to. It appears that upon examination at 
time of discharge, no disability was noted—heart and lungs and other systems 
were declared normal. 

To reach a finding in claimant’s favour it would be necessary to show that 
the present condition of tuberculosis and the attack of pneumonia in Germany 
were definitely connected and resulted from maltreatment. I do not think that 
claimant has succeeded in this. Claimant encountered rough treatment, but I 
-.do not think that the exposure of which he complains can be regarded as mal- 
treatment within the meaning of the relevant sections of the Treaty of Versailles 
or that such treatment resulted in the disability from which claimant now suffers, 
which first became apparent in 1924. I regard his case as one for the consider- 
ation of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is 
concerned, it fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, August 18, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2467—ARCHIBALD TAYLOR 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. It developed, however, that the claimant had already filed a claim 
on his own behalf and was heard and the case disposed of in my previous report 
upon maltreatment cases, under the case number 1897, at page 73. The present 
claim, therefore, has no standing, and is disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. . Commissioner. 


CASE 2663—EDGAR TAYLOR 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier, who served as a Corporal in the 8rd Kings 
Own Hussars—Regimental No. 9084. He enlisted in July 1912 and was a member 
of the regular forces when the war broke out. He was taken prisoner September 
3, 1914, unwounded, and was repatriated to England in 1918. He receives no 
pension, was married Deceember 16, 1918, and has no children. His statutory 
declaration discloses that he did not arrive in Canada until June 19, 1920, which 
is later than the date constitutive of jurisdiction, as explained in report dealing 
with maltreatment cases. Claimant did not appear before the Commission. 
Reserving to claimant all other recourses, and, without deciding the case upon its 
merits, I must disallow the claim, in so far as this Commission is concerned. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
OTTawa, August 25, 1932. Commissioner. 
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CASE 2455—FRANK E. TAYLOR 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. The usual claim forms have not been completed, but it appears 
from claimant’s military files that he enlisted on October 5, 1915, was taken 
prisoner on September 18, 1916, and repatriated to England on November 23, 
1918. Claimant was notified to appear before the Commission at its Toronto 
sessions, on April 29, 1932, and again at its Montreal sessions, on May 27, 1932. 
He failed to present himself and ‘his default has remained unexplained. The claim 
is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2128—JAMES HENRY TAYLOR 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, from which 
it appears that he enlisted on September 6, 1915, as a private with the 67th 
Battalion, and was taken prisoner on October 24, 1916. Claimant has not com- 
pleted the usual claim forms, did not appear before the Commission and has not 
otherwise substantiated his claim. Under date of January 14, 1931, Mr. A. W. 
Neill, M.P., on behalf of claimant, notified the Commission that the claimant did 
not appear to have a valid claim, inasmuch as the conditions to which he was 
exposed whilst a prisoner were general. In these circumstances the claim is 
regarded as withdrawn and cannot be allowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 4, 1932. 


CASE 2463—LOUIS GEORGE TAYLOR 


The claimant was an officer in the Royal Flying Corps. He enlisted March 
20, 1916, at the age of 26 vears. He was taken prisoner January 25, 1918, his 
plane being shot down. He was not severely wounded. He was repatriated to 
England December 24, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. He was married at 
the time of enlistment and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as an Insurance agent, earning about $50 per week and since discharge the state 
of his health has prevented any steady occupation. At the time of hearing, how- 
ever, he was employed as a clerk with the Government of British Columbia, earn- 
ing $125 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation in an attempt 
to extract information from him at the time of capture. Was deprived of clothing 
and beaten and given confinement to cells for no particular reason. He now 
suffers with pulmonary trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 11 months. He main com- 
plaint is that he was denied food and starved because he refused to divulge 
information. He does not complain of any particular acts of physical brutality, 
but speaks of being roughly handled at Holzminden camp, with other officers, 
for what appears to have been infraction of rules. He also complains of being 
confined to cells for 8 or 9 days at a time for no reason and estimates that he 
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spent in all about 80 days in cells. As a result of these experiences he complains 
of a chest condition which disables him and prevents him from accepting any- 
thing but outdoor work. 

The medical evidence consists in a letter from Dr. W. A. Watson, which 
indicates that claimant suffers from chronic myocarditis with some valvular 
involvement and chronic bronchitis. Dr, Watson expresses the opinion that these 
conditions could result from the experiences related by claimant and may also 
be the result of an attack of influenza from which claimant suffered in Germany 
and lack of proper treatment therefor. Dr. Watson did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, a notation 
appearing “ claim for pension in respect of heart and lungs not entertained owing 
to lapse of time.” 

After careful consideration of the evidence I do not consider that claimant 
has discharged the burden of showing that he suffers a present disability result- 
ing from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The general strain of his 
experiences has probably resulted in some injury to his health, but for this his 
proper recourse is before the Board of Pension Commissioners. Food conditions 
in Germany at the time of his captivity were notoriously bad and I do not think 
the lack of food of which he complains is to be regarded as maltreatment. The 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 11, 1932. 


CASE 2454—WILLIAM A. TAYLOR 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named through his 
attorneys. The usual claim forms have not been completed, but it appears from 
claimant’s military files that he enlisted on August 25, 1915, was taken prisoner 
on September 16, 1916, and repatriated to England on December 16, 1918. 
Claimant was notified to appear before the Commission, at its Toronto sessions, 
on April 29, 1932, and again at its Montreal sessions, on May 27, 1932. He 
failed to present himself and his default has remained unexplained. The claim 
is, accordingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2329—ROBERT A. THOMPSON 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant in March, 
1931. Upon being advised of the nature of the claims being heard, claimant 
advised that he had not been held as a prisoner of war. Under the circum- 
stances, therefore, the claim is disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commussioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 
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CASE 2237—T. C. THOMPSON 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, who enlisted 
on September 22, 1914, and was taken prisoner on April 24, 1915, at the second 
battle of Ypres. 

Claimant has not completed the usual claim forms nor did he appear before 
the Commission at its Toronto sessions, although notified so to do. His attor- 
neys have advised that the claim is withdrawn. It is, accordingly, disallowed 
for want of prosecution. 


- ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 2469—MAURICE TISON 


Claimant was a lieutenant in the Royal Flying Corps. He enlisted in Sep- 
tember, 1917, at the age of 22 years, was shot down behind the German lines, 
and taken prisoner August 8, 1918, slightly wounded with contusions over the 
head and body. He was repatriated to England December 24, 1918, He is not 
in receipt of pension, was married in September, 1923, and has one child. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a student at McGill University, and is now superintendent 
of maintenance with the Montreal City Electrical Commission, at a salary of 
$3,000 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains chiefly of the lack of 
food and its quality, which left him with digestive disorders, unsanitary camp 
conditions, dampness and exposure. He was kept nearly a month close behind 
the lines exposed to the air bombardments of the allied air forces. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was a prisoner for about six months. He does not complain of 
any acts of physical brutality, but confines his complaint to the injury to his 
health from inadequate and poor food received while a prisoner. He admits 
that his health 1s now good, but he is apprehensive for the future. He declares 
that when he first returned, for several years, he suffered from his stomach and 
still has to be careful with his diet. Claimant also condemns the barrack accom- 
modation furnished the prisoners and complains of being deliberately expand 
to shell fire in a public square at Karlsruhe camp. 

The medical evidence, which consists in a letter and certificate from Dr. 
J. P. Lafreniere, refers generally to stomach trouble and a nervous condition 
but indicates that claimant is now in good health. There is nothing unusual in 
claimant’s medical history files. 


I think that claimant has misapprehended the scope of the activities of this 
Commission. Unless he can show a present disability resulting from maltreat- 
ment, his claim is without merit. He has completely failed to make such proof, 
his medical certificate indicating that he is without disability. Clearly the claim 
fails, and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 


Orrawa, September 30, 1932. 
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CASE 2537—ROBERT H. TOMALIN 


Notice of claim was received from the above named on December 138, 1931. 
The usual claim forms were sent him, but have never been returned. Claimant, 
from his military files, appears to have enlisted on August 4, 1915, was captured 
on August 15, 1917, was repatriated to England on November 30, 1918, and dis- 
charged, as medically unfit, on March 6, 1919. He was at one time in receipt of 
a small pension. He was given notice to appear before the Commission at its 
Toronto sessions on April 29, 1932, but failed to do so. In these circumstances, 
the claim must be disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 18, 1932. 


CASE 2397—JOHN TREVENA 


The claimant was a trooper with the Fort Garry Horse—Regimental No. 
116097. He enlisted February 23, 1915, at the age of 27 years, and was taken 
prisoner November 20, 1917, at Cambrai, and states that he was deliberately 
shot in the right hip immediately after capture. He was repatriated to England 
December 27, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as a railway fireman averaging $90 per month 
and since discharge he has been working around logging camps at $5 per day, 
but was out of employment at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been deliber- 
ately shot after capture, his two companions being killed. They had surrendered 
and were unarmed. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant confines his complaint to one incident. He declares that after he 
was captured—about four hours Jater—he was deliberately shot through the hip 
by his captors. Captured with five other prisoners he charges that one, Thomas, 
was shot and killed at the same time and another prisoner wounded. He is unable 
to say what happened to the other three. Claimant was closely questioned as to 
the unusual circumstances of this incident and apart from reiterating that he had 
been deliberately and unjustifiably shot, was somewhat confused as to the 
details. He has no complaint as to his subsequent treatment in German hospitals 
and on a farm where he was sent to work, except to declare generally that he did 
not receive proper medical attention. 

The only medical evidence produced consists of the certificate of Dr. F. W. 
Lees, to the effect that claimant sustained a “through and through wound 
(apparently bullet) right hip. The wound would produce the symptoms com- 
plained of—weakmness in the leg after working at manual labour and tends to 
increase with the years.” Claimant’s medical history files reveal merely that at 
the time of capture he was suffering from a “ gun shot wound right hip.” This is 
further described as “G.S.W. right groim, troubled with shooting pains in right 
thigh, otherwise no disability.” 

After very careful consideration of claimant’s testimony I do not think he 
has been successful in showing that the imjury occurred after capture. In the 
excitement of his capture I am inclined to think that he is confused as to what 
occurred and that he was wounded previous thereto or at the time he was taken. 
Difficult as it may be, I would require some corroboration to support the unusual 
story told by claimant, particularly as the only military records available 
indicate that claimant was wounded when captured. Having regard to all the 


160 REPARATIONS 1932 


circumstances, I am of opinion that claimant has not made out a case of mal- 
treatment whilst a prisoner resulting in present disability. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September, 6, 1932. ; 


CASE 2375—JOHN HENRY TURRELL 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant in August, 
1931, from which it appears that claimant served with the Imperials. It also 
developed, from further correspondence, that claimant became resident in Canada 
for the first time in June, 1925. He was, accordingly, notified that, as an 
Imperial, the Commission had no jurisdiction to entertain his clam. The matter 
has not been further pressed, and the claim is, accordingly, disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 9, 1932. 


CASE 2623—GERALD VATH 


Claimant was a private in the 19th Battalion—Regimental No. 55733. He 
enlisted November 11, 1914, at the age of 20 years, and was taken prisoner May 
9, 1917, at Fresnoy, suffering from gunshot wounds in both legs and the right leg 
was broken. He was repatriated to England, via Sweden, in December, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $17.25 per 
month, based on the wound in his right leg, flat feet and bronchitis. He was 
married April 21, 1920, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a carpenter, earning about $3 per day, and is now a carriage body builder at 
54 cents per hour, working mostly an eight hour day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, exposure from 
which he contracted bronchitis and tubercular trouble which prevents his follow- 
ing his trade as carpenter, with depreciation in earning power. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about 18 months, the first four 
months whereof he spent in hospital at Minden, receiving attention for his 
wounds. He has no complaints of his treatment and speaks highly of the surgical 
attention given him. He was then sent to Dulmen, as to which he has no com- 
plaints, and on to Gustrow, where he complains of exposure—being made to 
work without adequate clothing. Sent then to a farm, he complains generally of 
the rough treatment but does not attribute any disability thereto. His complaint 
is that through hard work, insufficient food and exposure to the weather, he con- 
tracted heavy colds, which have finally developed into bronchitis and possibly 
tuberculosis. He also complains that he received no treatment for flu, which he 
contracted during the 1918 epidemic. 

Claimant relies upon his pension files to establish his disability. The injury 
to his leg is shown, which was of service origin, and no attempt has been made 
to show any aggravation due to poor medical attention. The decision of the 
Pension Tribunal, filed of record, finds that claimant also suffers from chronic 
bronchitis. 
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It will be observed that claimant is in receipt of pension for his leg wounds as 
also for bronchitis. It ig difficult to say that the bronchitis is the direct result of 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner. Claimant underwent the privations and strain 
of camp life to which nearly all prisoners were exposed, and if he has suffered 
disability as a result, his case is properly one for the consideration of the Board 
of Pension Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, I find that 
he has not discharged the burden of showing a present disability resulting from 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner. The claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 


Ortawa, August 29, 1932. 


CASE 2309—ARTHUR GEORGE EDWARD WADLOW 


The claimant was a private in the 138th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 228376. 
He enlisted on May 15, 1916, at the age of 27 years, was taken prisoner on 
March 25, 1918, unwounded, and was repatriated to England on November 29, 
1918. He is not in receipt of pension, is married and has three children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a railroad employee, earning about $125 per month, and 
since his discharge 1s engaged in similar work and earning about $150 per month 
when employed. The foregoing information is taken from the statements filed 
by claimant. Although notified to appear before the Commission, at its Edmon- 
ton sessions, he did not do so, and thec laim must be dealt with, as far as may be, 
on the documents submitted. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation and 
a blow on the leg with a lump of coal, causing permanent disability. 

In the absence of testimony by claimant, an amalysis of his story, as revealed 
by his letters and statements, discloses:—After capture, claiamant was taken to 
Dulmen camp, where he remained for about three weeks. He has no complaint 
as to the treatment, but declares that the food was inadequate. He was then sent 
to Sodingen camp, where he again complains of the food, and relates the incident 
of being hit on the shin bone with a lump of coal by a civilian guard. He 
received no treatment for the injury and apparently sores developed for which 
he was equally denied treatment. He attributes a present weakness in the legs 
to this treatment. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician indicating disability. Claimant’s medical history sheets reveal nothing 
unusal, and there is nothing to show any present disability. 

As appears above, claimant was a prisoner in Germany for about eight 
months. The statement of his experiences is unconvincing as to any maltreat- 
ment received. It does not necessarily follow that the blow on the leg, even if it 
were proved, would leave any permanent disability. Moreover, in the absence 
of any medical evidence establishing such disability, claimant cannot succeed. 
The claim, as presented, has not been substantiated and it must, accordingly, be 
disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Cominisstoner. 
Orrawa, August 4, 1932 
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CASE 2424—PERCIVAL RICHARD WAKEFIELD 


Claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 192965. 
He enlisted in August 1915, at the age of 18 years, and was taken prisoner 
October 8, 1916, suffering with shrapnel wounds in both legs. He was repatriated 
to England in January 1919 and is not in receipt of pension. He was married 
December 14, 1923 and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was an 
apprenticed plumber earning about $3 per week and since discharge he qualified 
in his trade and at present earns about $40 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper medical 
attention to his wounds; that his parcels were tampered with and he was placed 
at heavy labour before he was fully recovered. Has resulting nervous trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Courtrai, where he remained in hospital for two 
weeks. Sent on to Parchim, he complains of the cruelty of the treatment in 
hospital. Operations were performed without anaesthetic and paper bandages 
used. He contends that the surgical care was inadequate and that he received 
no attention for dysentery which he contracted while there. Before he was fit to 
work he was sent out upon a farm and made to labour with the other prisoners. 
For failing to keep up with his work he was beaten. He asked to have a piece 
of shrapnel removed from his leg, but this was refused. He complains also of 
the poor food and filthy accommodation, and is very bitter in his denunciation 
of the manner in which parcels from home were mutilated and destroyed by the 
guards. He now suffers from stiffness of the leg and a nervous condition. 

The medical evidence indicates that clammant has a lacerated wound of the 
right leg, but makes no reference to any nervous condition. His percentage of 
disabaility is stated at from 20% to 25%. Dr. C. H. Brereton, who certifies to 
the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history 
files show nothing unusual. Upon examination when discharged, claimant is 
declared, “ all systems normal.” 

The injury to claimant’s leg was clearly of service origin and it has not been 
shown that any maltreatment, whilst a prisoner of war, has aggravated a dis- 
ability existing at time of capture. The evidence as to nervous condition is 
quite inadequate and claimant is now aware that his claim, if any, is a matter 
for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. As far as this 
Commission is concerned, the claim fails and must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 1932. | | 


CASE 2404—LAWRENCE H. WALKER 


The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 16826. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 23 years. He was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded with shrapnel in the 
back. He was repatriated to England November 29, 1918. He had been in 
receipt of a 20 per cent pension, based on nervous debility. This was commuted 
March 31, 1925, for a gratuity of $250. He was married July 3, 1919, and has no 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was earning $60 per month and board and 
Railway Survey work and since discharge he has been trying to operate a farm 
but latterly has been with the Game Board at Vancouver, at a salary of $130 
per month. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being wounded after 
capture by a bayonet in the hands of a German, that he was forced to work, 
starved and subjected to insanitary living conditions. He injured his knee while 
working unloading bridge-girders and received no medical attention. He also 
suffered beatings by the guards and now suffers from inability to think clearly. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant first complains of an incident which occurred immediately after 
capture, when he alleges he was knocked down and stunned with the butt of a 
rifle and then bayonetted through the leg by a German soldier. Taken to 
Giessen camp, he received practically no attention for his wounds. He was sent 
cut upon working parties in the vicinity and complains of rough treatment 
accompanied by beatings, but his main complaint is as to the length of the work- 
ing hours and inadequate food. Claimant declares that at Gonterskirschen, 
Geisenheim, Oberlanstein and Siegen he was beaten, overworked and starved. 
He attributes to these experiences loss of memory and inability to do continuous 
work—he tires easily. He looks in good condition but states that his nerves are 
bad. He admits that the bayonet wound in his leg, above referred to, leaves 
no disability. At all events he did not consider this injury worth mentioning 
upon repatriation. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia and 
general debility attributed to underfeeding and overwork. His percentage of 
disability is not stated. Dr. C. H. West, who certifies to the foregoing did not 
appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show that he 
received a gratuity of $250 on discontinuance of pension and do not disclose any 
present disability. 

There appears to be little question that claimant’s present condition is the 
result of the strain of life as a prisoner in Germany, quite general in character. 
I cannot say, from the record that his digability, if any, is the result of mal- 
treatment. Lack of food and hard work were universal complaints, but I do not 
consider that these conditions, in themselves, resulting in some impairment of 
health, are sufficient to base an award for reparations. The claim is properly 
one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim 
must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 12, 1932. 


CASE 2330—GEORGE WATSON 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 404488. He 
enlisted in January 1915 at the age of 19 years. He was taken prisoner October 
8, 1916, wounded by shrapnel in the right thigh and in the hand. He was 
repatriated to England November 25, 1918. He is in receipt of 20 per cent dis- 
ability pension, amounting to $15 per month, based on otitis media, neuras- 
thenia and his wounds. He was married March 4, 1920, and has one child. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as a picture framer at $10 per week, and is now 
employed as car man’s helper with the Canadian Pacific Railway, at $25 per 
week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of food, being kicked 
and beaten and forced to work while ill. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant received some attention for his wounds at Cambrai and at a 
hospital (unnamed) where he spent two months. He was then sent to Giessen, to 
which camp he remained attached for the duration of his captivity, but was sent 
out to the following working commandos:—Huesten Iron Works (8 days), 
Geisweid Iron Works (3 months), Neiderwalluf Chemical Factory (3 weeks), 
Breisheim Dungen Factory (7 weeks), and an iron ore mine. Of these five work- 
ing camps, claimant refers to Dungen and Geisweid as the worst. He was under- 
fed and weak, and was beaten for not working fast enough, but does not attribute 
any disability to these incidents. He attributes his debility to the food conditions 
in Germany, complaining of his stomach, nerves and impaired hearing. The latter 
disability would appear to have had its origin at the time of capture, due to 
concussion. 

No medical evidence has been produced, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant’s medical history files do not contain much information. 
It is shown that he is in receipt of pension for chronic suppuration otitis media, 
neurasthenia and gun shot wound right thigh (negligible). In other respects he 
is declared to be normal. 

In this state of the record, particularly without more definite medical evi- 
dence, it is impossible to reach a finding in claimant’s favour. The ear injury 
is clearly of service origin, and no lack of proper treatment for this condition 
while a prisoner is alleged or shown. Claimant’s remaining complaints are quite 
general and have not been shown to have resulted from maltreatment. I regard 
the case as covered by the action of the Board of Pension Commissioners. ‘The 
claim, accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 22, 1932. 


CASE 2436—ELMO WESLEY WATT 


Claimant was a Lance-Sergeant in the 75th Battalion—Regimental No. 
805161. He enlisted in October, 1915, at the age of 19 years, and was taken 
prisoner April 9, 1917, suffering from a fractured right wrist. He was repatri- 
ated to England November 30, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married 
April 1, 1920, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he worked as a railroad 
operator earning $65 per month, and in the Goodyear Rubber Factory, at $1.50 
per day. He is now engaged in the casualty insurance business on commission; 
at best times earned about $2,200 per annum, but business has dropped off. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
attention to his injuries and still suffers with his arm. Was given dirty tasks 
and solitary confinement. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Douai, where he received some attention for 
his wounds. He was then sent to Munster as to which he has no complaints. 
Transferred to Dulmen, where he remained for the duration of his captivity, 
claimant appears to have aroused the ire of his captors through some misappre- 
hension as to his rank. He had ‘been regarded as a sergeant and placed in 
charge of barracks. For refusing to single out men for special fatigues, he was 
put in cells for 7 or 8 days. Later, while employed in the parcel office, one of 
his own parcels came through addressed to him as a private. He was thereupon 
given the dirtiest work in the camp—cleaning latrines, and had the greatest 
difficulty in having his rank recognized. He was confined ‘to cells for mino# 
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infractions of discipline, but does not appear to have been subjected to any 
serious physical abuse. He does not complain of any disability to his arm, but 
declares that his stomach and nerves have been injuriously affected, due to 
general conditions. 

There is no medical evidence of record, not even the usual certificate of a 
physician. Claimant was advised that this would be necessary, but has failed 
to furnish any such evidence. His military history files disclose nothing unusual. 
Upon discharge, his medical examination indicates, “all systems normal.” 

In these circumstances it is manifestly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. Quite apart from the entire absence of medical evidence 
establishing a disability, claimant has not shown such maltreatment whilst a 
prisoner as would be likely to injure him permanently. Claimant’s recourse, if 
any, as to the arm injury, is clearly before the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
Before this Commission the claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 10, 1932. 


CASE 2600—CHARLES McGLINN WEBB 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 109665. He 
enlisted January 9, 1915, at the age of 18 years, and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 12, 1918. He is 
not in receipt of pension. He was married November 9, 1925, and has three 
children. Prior to enilistment, he was farming and earned $240 per year and 
board. He is now a hair-dresser, earning about $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of food; that 
he was forced to do heavy labour which was beyond his strength resulting in a 
weakness in the left side; that he received blows between the shoulders and lost 
the top of his thumb and had a toe split while working at lumbering. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained two months 
and has no complaints, except as to the food. Sent out to Gladbech on a working 
party, he remained about a year. He complains of a severe beating, because the 
prisoners refused to work until two of their comrades, Shearman brothers, 
received medical attention. Claimant was hit over the shoulders and suffered 
some temporary injury. He also declares that he chopped his foot with an 
axe shortly afterward, while working in the bush, because the shoulder injury 
made him lose control of the axe. He was in hospital for a month, and, when 
discharged, complains that the work of lifting timbers was too heavy and he 
strained his side while so working and still suffers from this injury. For an 
attempted escape, claimant was given 10 days cells at Munster and was sent 
back to the farm at Gladbech. He speaks also of having lost the top of his 
thumb while working on a circular saw, and still suffers disablement from the 
injury. He complains of the injury to his side, his thumb and a general stomach 
and nervous condition. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has a “ lacerated 4th right toe, 
laceration extending up the dorsum of foot—infection, injury to left shoulder and 
strained muscles of left chest and abdomen, with scars on toe, foot and thumb, 
loss of sensation in end of thum.” His percentage of disability is stated at 20 
per cent in his own calling and at 100 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. E. C. Tate, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. A further certificate of Dr. Heffering, referred to in evidence, has not 
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been filed. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual, but refer to 
an obstinate constipation, which is declared by claimant to have arisen in 
Germany. Contained in this file is a statement made by claimant upon repatria- 
tion. It refers chiefly to maltreatment to others than himself. 

The injury to claimant’s toe was due to an accident, and I regard his con- 
tention that it was due to lack of control because of the shoulder injury as too 
remote to merit consideration. Similarly the injury to his side and the loss of 
the top of his thumb were accidental and imcurred during the course of his work. 
His remaining complaints are quite general and have not been shown, I consider, 
to have resulted from maltreatment. Claimant has thus failed to discharge the 
burden of establishing a present disability resulting from mailtreatment whilst a 
prisoner. His claim, if any, is one for the consideration of the Board of Pension 
Commissioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, it must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2111—STANLEY McBRIDE WEDGEWOOD 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. Claimant apparently enlisted November 27, 1914, with the 4th 
C.M.R. Regimental No. 109668. He was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, wounded 
in the neck. No claim forms have been completed and no evidence was sub- 
mitted. His attorneys have withdrawn the claim by general letter dated August 
17, 1931. The claim is, accordingly, disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortawa, August 9, 1932. 


CASE 2495—REGINALD R. WHITE 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. The usual claim forms have not been completed, but it appears 
from claimant’s military filles that he was taken prisoner on April 24, 1915, and 
repatriated to England on December 22, 1918. Claimant was notified to appear 
before the Commission at 1ts Montreal session on May 28, 1932, but failed to 
present himself, and his default has remained unexplained. The claim is, accord- 
ingly, disallowed, for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 8, 1932. 


CASE 2601—GEORGE WHITWORTH 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 10082. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battile of Ypres, wounded in the right forearm and the 
shoulder blade. He was released to Switzerland in September, 1917, and 
repatriated to England Septembre 14th of that year. He is in receipt of a 50 
per cent pension, amounting to $50 per month, based on pulmonary tuerculosis 
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and his war wounds. He was married in August 1911 and has one child, a boy, 
now of age. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a labourer, earning from 
$18 to $24 per week. After discharge he was unable to work until 1924, and is 
now employed with the Equipment Department of the C.N.R. at $87.50 per 
month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having developed a 
severe cough and pains in the chest for which he received no treatment, was sent 
to the salt mines when unable to work, was imprisoned for one month and 
released to Switzerland. 

An analysis of the evidence reveails:— 

Claimant spent the first few months of hig captivity in Paderborn hospital, 
where his wounds received some treatment. He has no very serious complaint of 
his treatment and was then sent to Senne lager. He was not compelled to work, 
in view of his condition, but complains that he «eceived no medical treatment. 
Sent to Dulmen, he complains chiefly of fatiguing delays; he was sent to a salt 
rine but returned to Dulmen because he was unable to work. His account of his 
experiences is rather confused, but it is admitted that he received no particularly 
brutal treatment—neglect of his condition constitutes the main grievance, toget- 
her with the fact that he did not receive his parcels. Claimant was confined to 
cells at Dulmen for no particular reason and was transferred to Mannheim where 
he remained ia few months, when it was decided he was suffering from tuberculosis 
and he was transferred to Switzerland. He complains that his chest condition 
developed at Dulmen and that had he been given proper medical attention he 
would not now be tubercular. 

The medical evidence as contained in claimant’s pension files 1s quite com- 
plete. He is now suffering from tuberculosis for which he is m receipt of pension. 
There is no question that he has been greatly incapacitated. This condition is 
assumed (in reports) to have originated from exposure while a prisoner in 
Germany. | 

Claimant’s health is broken, but I cannot find in the record evidence that 
this disability is the result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner. Claimant was 
exposed to the usual strain of camp life, and, in fact, was more fortunate than 
some in not being forced to work while ill. That his constitution was unable to 
withstand the strain of these years cannot be charged to the score of the enemy. 
I regard his case as one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commis- 
sioners. As far as this Commission is concerned, it must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2157—JAMES WILKIE 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant through 
his attorneys. It was later withdrawn-by them under general letter dated August 
17, 1931. This is apparently the same claim as that filed by the man in person 
and by him withdrawn (See Case 1930). 

This claim is, accordingly disallowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 8, 1932. 
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CASE 1930—JAMES LONGMURE WILKIE 


Notice of claim was received from the above named claimant, from which 
it appears that he enlisted on September 22, 1914, and was taken prisoner, April 
24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres. Claimant has not completed the usual 
claim forms, did not appear before the Commission and, in response to a request 
that he execute and forward the usual questionnaire, advised that he would 
pursue the matter no further and desired to withdraw his claim. ‘This is 
evidently the same claim as that filed by attorneys representing claimant and 
withdrawn by them. (See case 2157). The claim is, accordingly, disallowed for 
want of prosecution. 


4 ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commassioner. 
Orrawa, August 4, 1932. 2 


CASE 2208—ALBERT WILLIAMS 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 799715. He 
enlisted January 27, 1916, at the age of 23 years, and was taken prisoner Septem- 
ber 23, 1917, at Lens, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 
15, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in January 1919, and has 
three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed in the steel sash and 
erector of buildings trade. Subsequent to discharge he had to abandon his former 
employment and is now employed in the shops of a steel roofing concern. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, inadequate 
clothing, foreed labour in the stone quarries and that he was considerably 
knocked about and beaten. Was knocked out by a blow from a rifle butt and 
given solitary confinement for attemptd escape. Suffers now from rheumatism 
and synovitis of knee joints. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

‘Claimant was first taken to Douai where he was questioned, but does not 
appear to have been brutalized for refusing to answer. Sent on to Mannheim, 
followed by Dulmen, he has no complaints as to maltreatment. At Heidelberg, 
where claimant spent the winter, he complains of not having sufficient clothing 
and of being made to wear wooden clogs while working in the stone quarries and 
generally of the rough treatment. He was next sent to a farm, where, arising 
out of a dispute as to the wearing of overcoats, he was hit in the eyes and 
declares that he was temporarily blinded. He was generally beaten up but 
refers only to a blow on the back of the neck which has left some disability. 
For an attempted escape, claimant was given 21 days in cells. As a result of 
his experiences claimant declares that he suffers pains in the knees, stomach 
trouble and pains in the back of the neck. It appears from the record that 
claimant suffered from rheumatism before capture, while on service. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has some tenderness in the 
muscles at the back of the neck, pains in both knees and thigh muscles, pain 
over stomach. Dr. E. J. Williams, who certifies to the foregoing, examined 
claimant at or about the time of the hearing and declares the symptoms are 
mostly subjective. He is unable to estimate the disability. Claimant’s medical 
history files show nothing unusual. His examination upon discharge declares 
“all systems normal”’. 

In this state of the record it is impossible to reach a finding in claimant’s 
favour. While he may have been roughly treated, I do not consider that the 
evidence establishes that claimant now suffers a disability attributable to 
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maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The knee condition would appear to be 
rheumatic in origin, and the neck injury has not been sufficiently explained or 
shown to constitute a disability which would warrant a finding that it was 
caused by maltreatment. On the whole, claimant has failed to make out a case 
and the claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
OrtTawa, October 4, 1932. 


CASE 2285—E. W. WILSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 24186. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 25 years, and was taken prisoner on 
the 23rd of April, 1915, wounded i in the left arm and left leg. He was repatriated 
to England in December, 1918. He was married in 1922 and has two children. 
Claimant is not in receipt of pension. Prior to enlistment, he was engaged as an 
engineer in the Canadian Car and Foundry Company at Fort William, Ontario, 
at a salary of $300 per month. He is now employed with them as sales repre- 
sentative, earning $400 a month. 

Claimant alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreat- 
ment which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of injuries 
received while a prisoner of war and loss of health resulting from maltreatment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Meschede Camp, where his wounds were 
attended. Removed to Giessen, he was convalescent until January, 1916, and has 
no complaint of his treatment. Sent on to Ostenholzermoor, via Celle, he was 
sent out to work on the moors and complains of the excessive labour, the wet, 
and inadequate clothing. He contracted a cold and first suffered from his 
stomach at this camp. He was admitted to hospital and received fair treatment. 
Claimant was not physically abused, although he speaks of such treatment to 
other prisoners. He was then removed to another camp on the same moor, 
Neubau, where he encountered the same labour conditions but, upon taking ill, 
was given lighter work. For an attempted escape he was placed in cells and 
complains of the unsanitary conditions of his confinement. Upon release from 
cells, he wag returned to the moors and made to work and, again taking sick, 
was given rest in barracks for a few weeks. He injured a finger accidentally 
while laying rails and the wound became infected. After some delay he received 
treatment, but still complains that the injury so received, owing to lack of treat- 
ment, left him with a disability in this finger. Sent to Bohmte, followed by a 
private estate at Schweigerloff, he attempted a further escape and received 21 
days’ confinement to cells. He was then sent to a farm near Osnabruck for a 
short time and again appears to have served further time in cells at Bohmte for 
a further attempt to escape. Claimant was then sent to a stone quarry at Pies- 
burg, where he was employed breaking stone. The work was arduous and the 
food inadequate. Finally his hand became infected and he was sent to the camp 
hospital where he received treatment from a Russian Red Cross prisoner and was 
sent to hospital at Osnabruck. He also appears to have been at Hameln camp 
and a convalescent camp at Muggenburgermoor and at Aachen. Claimant does 
not speak of any particular brutality to himself. His main disability at the 
present time is the condition of his stomach and general health. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic gastralgia 
accompanied with pain, vomiting, dizziness, chronic bronchitis and osteo myeli- 
tis (right hand). His percentage of disability is stated at from ten to twenty- 
five per cent. Dr. George H. Park, who certifies to the foregoing, also attended 
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before the Commission and expressed the opinion that, from claimant’s history, 
he would attribute his present disability to his experiences whilst a prisoner in 
Germany. He emphasizes the gastric condition as a disability from which elaim- 
ant now suffers. Claimant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. Upon 
examination at the time of discharge, claimant was found to be fit, “all systems 
normal”. Contained in his medical history files are statements made by claimant 
upon repatriation which are substantially consistent with his testimony. 

The record in this case is particularly complete and claimant has told a very 
clear and straight-forward story of his experiences in Germany. I gather, how- 
ever, from the manner in which the claim was put forward that the claimant is 
under the misapprehension that the German Government is paying reparations 
awards. This is not the case. These claims are being paid by the Canadian 
taxpayer. From a careful scrutiny of the evidence and the documents filed of 
record, I have formed the conclusion that the claimant’s major disability is 
nutritional in origin and that the gastric condition of which he now complains 
may be properly attributed to food conditions in Germany during his period of 
captivity. The finger injury, which was accidental in origin, does not, in my 
view, constitute an appreciable disability. On the whole, and, for the reasons 
expressed in Opinion annexed to my earlier report upon maltreatment cases, I 
do not consider that claimant has discharged the burden of showing a disability 
resulting from maltreatment while a prisoner in Germany. The disability as 
stated is attributable to general conditions of camp life in Germany. I regard 
the case as one for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners... 
As far as this Commission is concerned, it must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 12, 1932. 


CASE 2525—JAMES WINK 


Claimant was a Sergeant in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27423. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 30 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England November 18, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in 
December 1918 and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a watchmaker, at $30 per week, and is now employed as a shipper at $18 
per week. 

‘He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of a blow over the right 
eye which now causes headaches when attempting to follow his trade. He had 
long periods of standing to attention, stoppage of parcels and exposure which 
resulted in bronchitis. | 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp, where he remained a year and eight 
months and has no complaints of his treatment. Sent to Cassel, he complains 
of one incident only. Having displayed some aptitude as a watch-maker (his 
trade before the war) he was ordered to do this work. As an N.C.O. he refused 
to work and was hit over the eye with the butt of a rifle, which knocked him 
unconscious. He still suffers from the injury and declares that he has since 
been unable to resume his trade as a watch-maker, due to severe headaches when 
he attempts the work. Claimant was later sent to Grossenweidenmoor and 
complains of exposure while being made to stand to attention, which has resulted 
in bronchitis. Claimant has no other complaints of his treatment. — 
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The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and impaired vision. His percentage of disability is stated as total in his own 
calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. F. N. Hughes, who 
certifies to the foregoing also appeared before the Commission. He is unable 
to state whether the vision is permanently affected but expresses the opinion, 
from the sear above claimant’s eye that the condition of which he complains 
might have resulted from the blow. Claimant’s medical history files show 
nothing unusual. 

Claimant was very modest in his recital of the treatment received while a 
prisoner and I was.impressed with the straight-forwardness of his story. Unfor- 
tunately for his claim, I am advised that the disability alleged could hardly result 
from the incident related and loss of acuity of vision is not likely to be attri- 
butable thereto. Claimant himself states that vision is good with glasses. I do 
not consider that the claim on the basis of a bronchial condition has been 
established. On the whole, therefore, the claim fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1982. 


CASE 2158—ROBERT WITTON 


Notice of claim was received on behalf of the above named claimant 
through his attorneys. No information concerning the claimant has been 
furnished, nor was any evidence submitted. His attorneys withdrew the claim by 
general letter dated August 17, 1931. The claim must, accordingly, be disal- 
lowed for want of prosecution. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 9, 1932. 


CASE 2478—HARRY WIXON 


Claimant was a Private in the Royal Canadian Dragoons-Regimental No. 
550587. He enlisted in January 1918, at the age of 33 years, and was taken 
prisoner August 9, 1918, suffering with an injured knee cap. He was repatriated 
to England November 30, 1918. He is in receipt of a 10 per cent disability 
pension, amounting to $7.50 per month, based on flat feet and a heart condition. 
He was married at the time of enlistment and has one child now of age. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as a butcher, earning $15 per week, and since 
discharge followed his trade intermittently, earning from $22 to $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of medical 
treatment for his injuries, hard labour, starvation and bad sanitary conditions. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:-— 

Claimant was a prisoner for a little over three months, the first three weeks 
whereof he was kept working close behind the lines and complains bitterly of 
the starvation, hard labour and rough usage. He sustained an injury to his 
knee and his wrist when knocked down and was denied medical attention and 
eompelled to continue working. Sent back to Dulmen camp, he was made to 
drag waggons, very heavy work and long hours. He contracted dysentery and 
was given no treatment therefor. Claimant’s knee does not trouble him greatly 
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at present and the wrist injury has left no disability. He complains of a nervous 
and heart condition and fallen arches, the latter ailment being attributed to long 
marches in Germany. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from a cardiac condi- 
tion and has fallen arches. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. 
Dr. D. W. Wickson, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical files show the condition of flat feet and some 
heart affection for which he receives pension. 

I regard claimant’s case as covered by his pension award. It is true that 
those prisoners who were compelled to work behind the lines received particu- 
larly harsh treatment, but this hardship was imposed upon claimant for a short 
period only. I find that claimant has failed to discharge the burden of showing 
a present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. The 
claim must, accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 10, 1932. 


CASE 2418—HEDLEY WRIGLEY 


Claimant was a bugler in the 8th Battalion—Regimental No. 944. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the Second Battle of Ypres, suffering from gas. He was released 
to Holland in October, 1918, and was repatriated to England November 18 of 
that year. He is in receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension, amounting to 
$32.50 per month, based on deafness and neurosis. He was married in February, 
1919, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was an apprenticed plumber, 
earning up to $12 weekly, and is now employed as a file clerk at the Christie 
Street Hospital, on relief pay, which, with his pension, brings in about $67 per 
month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been forced 
to work in the coal mines, received several beatings, was forced to stand at atten- 
tion all day for six days without food or water, placed in solitary confinement 
and received a severe bayonet wound in the left thigh and left arm requiring 
hospital treatment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to a camp near Munster, where he remained a few 
months and complains only of receiving inadequate treatment for the effects of 
gas. Sent out on a working party to the coal mines, claimant, with other prisoners 
refused to work and was then sent to work on a coke oven at Sterkrade (sic). 
In addition to being roughly handled, claimant was made to stand at attention 
for long hours for his refusal to work. His health was failing and, although 
he asked for medical attention, none was given him. He also complains that his 
ear was troubling him and that he was denied medical attention therefor. He 
was then sent to Burgsteinfurst, a punishment camp, where he remained about 
a year, working at cleaning and draining land. He again complains of lack of 
medical treatment and confinement to cells for refusal to work. At a farm on 
the Baltic coast, where claimant spent two months, he was still suffering with his 
ears and became very nervous, but these conditions were disregarded by his 
captors. Sent to Oberhausen, he complains of having been run through the arm 
and leg with a bayonet when he interfered while a sentry was beating one of his 
comrades. While these wounds were painful at the time, there is apparently no 
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remaining disability and the treatment claimant received in hospital for these 
wounds was fair. Claimant has no complaint as to his treatment at Friedrichsfeld 
Camp, where he concluded his period of captivity. As a result of these experi- 
ences, claimant suffers from nervous and stomach trouble and his chest. 

Claimant has produced no other medical evidence than that contained in 
his pension and medical files. It would appear that he is in receipt of pension 
for his ear condition and that his nervous condition is declared to be related 
thereto. It also appears from the medical history of the claimant that the origin 
of his ear trouble arose at Salisbury Plains in 1914 as a result of a cold which he 
contracted, setting up infection in both ears. 

In this state of the record, it is clearly impossible to reach a finding in 
claimant’s favour. The ear condition, which is his main disablement, was incurred 
on service and it has not been established that any maltreatment on the part 
of his captors has resulted in any disability from which claimant now suffers. 
The other injuries spoken of have left no disability and the nervous condition 
complained of results, in my opinion, from general conditions of camp life while 
a prisoner, which does not constitute maltreatment. 

I am of opinion that claimant’s case is one entirely for the consideration of 
the Board of Pension Commissioners. The claim as herein presented must 
accordingly be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGAL, 


Commissioner. 
Ortawa, August 5, 1932. 


CASE 2466—AMBROSE KARL ZAPFE 


Claimant was a Corporal in the P.P.C.L.I.— Regimental No. 102. He enlisted 
May 7, 1915, at the age of 27 years, and was taken prisoner June 4, 1916, suffer- 
ing from gunshot wounds in the head and right buttock. He was released to 

Holland in June, 1918, and reached England October 4 of that year. He is in 
~ receipt of a 10 per cent disability pension, amounting to $13 per month for him- 
self and family, based on neurosis, associated with his war wounds. He was mar- 
ried in June, 1920, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a bank clerk, earning $1,400 per annum, and he is now a branch manager at 
$3,300 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of improper medical 
treatment and mental fear and distress because he was placed with venereal 
disease cases and feared infection. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant lay on the field of battle for 5 days, when he was taken to a 
dressing station and received first aid for his wounds. Sent then to Reserve 
Lazaret No. 5, he complains chiefly of the mental suffering and fear resulting 
from the fact that there were venereal disease patients in the wards, and no 
effort was made to protect claimant and others from infection. He did not con- 
tract the disease, and in fact has no complaint as to the medical treatment he 
received. Sent to Saltau, where he remained one year and nine months, claimant 
worked upon the distribution of prisoners’ parcels. He does not complain of any 
particular brutality, but states that he was not given medical attention for an 
ear infection which began at this camp, and has sustained permanent injury to 
his hearing through such neglect. He also complains of a nervous condition, 
which he attributes to his experiences in Germany. It is apprehension as to 
increasing deafness, which has impelled claimant to present the present claim. 
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The medical evidence indicates that claimant’s hearing is defective, the right 
ear being 25 per cent efficient only, due to suppuration in drum, and that he 
suffers from shock to his nervous system. His percentage of disability is stated 
at 25 per cent. Dr. Byron Campbell, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files relate only to his ser- 
vice wounds. 

We are concerned only with the claim for loss of hearing and possibly 
neurosis. Claimant told his story with great frankness, and while convinced of 
the truth thereof, I do not consider that he has been successful in showing that 
his present ear disability results from maltreatment. It would require very 
strong evidence of improper medical treatment or deliberate denial thereof to 
support a finding that claimant’s hearing is now worse than it would otherwise 
have been. Nor do I think that the neurosis from which he suffers must neces- 
sarily be ascribed to the fear of infection from being held in a venereal disease 
hospital. Claimant’s recourse, if any, is before the Board of Pension Commis- 
sioners. As far as this Commission is concerned the claim fails and must be dis- 
allowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 21, 19382. 


CASE 2519—JOHN CHARLES DICKSON 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27470. He 
enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 28 years, according to his attestation 
paper but may have been older, possibly 30. He was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffermg from gas, and was repatriated. 
to England December 8, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but is under treat- 
ment at Hamilton, Ont., for pulmonary tuberculosis. He was married in 1910 
and has two children aged 18 and 20 years. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a tile-setter, earning about $22 per week and after discharge up to the time 
of entering hospital he resumed his trade and earned about $10 per day while 
working. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which, 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of hard labour in silver 
mines, received a rifle blow on the chin losing about 20 teeth and lack of treat- 
ment for gas poisoning. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken at Giessen camp, where he has little to complain of. 
Sent out to a silver mine at Holzappel, for refusing to go down the mine, he, with 
others, was badly beaten. He was hit under the chin with the butt of a rifle 
during this incident and declares that all his teeth were loosened, some broken 
and others knocked out. The result was that he had to have most of the remain- 
ing teeth extracted. Claimant was returned to Giessen and then sent to Dedeseim, 
near Frankfurt, where he remained for the duration of the war working at 
damming a river. The treatment was rough, the work was hard and the food 
poor. The barrack accommodation was very crowded, with no ventilation, and 
claimant attributes a present tubercular condition to the exposure and insanitary 
living conditions he was compelled to undergo. 

The medical record indicates quite clearly that claimant suffers from pul- 
monary tuberculosis. His percentage of disability is stated at 100%. Dr. R.S. 
Lane, who certifies to the foregoing did not appear before the Commission, but 
there is filed a very full report of Dr. J. H. Holbrook, of The Mountain Sana- 
torium at Hamilton, confirming the diagnosis and describing the condition as 
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“moderately advanced”. Dr. Holbrook is of opinion that a latent tuberculosis 
was probably lighted up by claimant’s experiences as a prisoner of war and that 
his present condition has been contributed to by exposure to gas and his experien- 
ces as a prisoner. 

There is no doubt that claimant is seriously disabled. While I was, at first, 
inclined to accept claimant’s story as to the loss of teeth, my view has been 
greatly modified upon reference to report of dental examination appearing on his 
military files. This report indicates that claimant’s description of the loss of 
teeth does not correspond with those found to be present, on discharge. The 
origin of the pulmonary condition is more difficult to place and I think this is 
properly a matter for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. 
Having regard to all the circumstances, I have reached the conclusion that 
claimant has failed to discharge the burden of showing a present disability. 
resulting from maltreatment. The claim fails and must. be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioners. 
Orrawa, October 7, 1982. 


CASE 2422—WILLIAM HENRY GIBSON 


Claimant was a Private in the 8rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9918. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 33 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly gassed. He was repatriated to 
England December 11, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension but has an applica- 
tion pending therefor. He was married July 19, 1919, and has three children, 
Prior to enlistment, he was engaged in farming at a net income of about $1,000, 
per year and since discharge he has resumed his former occupation. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of confinement to cells, 
lack of food, the usual knocking around, being compelled to work when unfit, 
received a bayonet wound in the wrist from a guard and was punished for an 
attempted escape. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp and sent out upon working parties to 
the stone quarries, iron foundries and farms. He speaks generally of rough usage 
during the period he was held—over two years. Claimant earned for himself a 
commendable, if unenviable, reputation by reason of seven or eight attempts to 
escape. He received the usual confinement and was also beaten by way of 
punishment. At Wetzlar, he was kicked in the face by a guard for refusing to 
work upon munitions. At Weidenhal and Barnstein claimant was in constant 
trouble for his attempted escapes. In hospital with fever, he has no complaints 
as to the treatment. - After some time in Meschede hospital and later upon a 
farm, claimant was beaten upon recapture after an attempted escape, and was 
stabbed in the wrist with a bayonet by a guard during what would appear to 
have been a melee. He was in hospital with this wound when the Armistice was 
declared. There is no disability resulting from the wound. There is perhaps no 
significance but the record discloses the fact that the scar on claimant’s wrist is 
the result of what appears to have been an operation for abcess performed in 
March, 1918. Claimant’s chief complaint is as to the food and hard work, com- 
bined with exposure and unhealthy barrack accommodation. He suffers from 
bronchitis and his nerves. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bron- 
chitis. Huis percentage of disability is stated at 25% in his own calling and 40% 
in the general labour market. Dr. W. A. Burr, who certifies to the foregoing, 
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also appeared before the Commisison. He spoke of a nervous condition and 
indigestion, in addition to the bronchitis, and gives it as his opinion that claim- 
ant’s experiences as a prisoner may account for the trouble. He considers claim- 
ant as permanently disabled. ‘Certificate of Dr. J. R. Surson is also produced to 
the effect that claimant has been troubled “almost continuously with gastric and 
nervous disorders of a decided bronchial character, which has limited his activ- 
ities”. Claimant’s medical history files also refer to nervous disorders but without 
marked disability. 

In this state of the revord, while I am satisfied that claimant was roughly, 
perhaps brutally, treated whilst a prisoner of war, I do not consider that I can 
find that any particular disability results therefrom. ‘Claimant’s commendable 
attempts to escape brought down upon him much of the punishment he received, 
but I am constrained to hold that his present disability is the result of the strain 
and duress of captivity, for which, in an appropriate case, he would be entitled to 
pension. As far as this Commission is concerned, the claim fails and must be 
disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioners. 
Orrawa, October 29, 1932. 


CASE 2244—CAPTAIN RICHARD P. BAKER 


The claimant was a Captain with the Royal Flying Corps. He enlisted 
September 29, 1915, at the age of 26 years, and was taken prisoner March 24, 
1917, wounded in the right knee. He was repatriated to England December 12, 
1918. He has recently become entitled to pension and receives 10 per cent, based 
on his knee wound. He was married in 1922 and has two children. Prior to 
enlistment, he was employed as Manager of an importing and exporting firm, 
at a salary of $3,000 per annum, and since discharge he has been President of 
other companies, the last being Vancouver Properties Ltd., at a salary of $6,000 
per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of negligence, lack of 
medical attention to his wounded knee, poor food, improper shelter and accom- 
modation. . 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Douai, where his wounded knee was lanced 
and dressed. This was the only medical attention which claimant received 
whilst a prisoner in Germany. Removed to Munster hospital he was finally 
discharged on crutches, was sent to Karlsruhe, then Crefeld, Strothen and Bad 
Colberg. The bullet imbedded in his knee never received any surgical attention. 
Claimant does not complain of any brutality at the hands of his guards and con- 
fines his complaint to lack of medical care, amounting to gross carlessness, which 
has left him with a disability greater than he would otherwise have had. He 
speaks of the poor and inadequate food, but does not press this as a ground 
of maltreatment. His experiences are corroborated by the evidence of Captain 
A. C, Lumsden, who was a prisoner with claimant at the various camps referred 
to. 

The medical record consists of the affidavit of Dr. Geo. L. Hodgins, who 
states that claimant suffers a disability amounting to 20 per cent in his right 
knee, and states his opinion that “if the wound had received proper medical 
attention and the bullets or fragments thereof removed as they should have 
been, there would not at this time have been any disability of claimant’s knee.” 
He concludes by stating that the treatment was “medical neglect of a most 
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decided character.’ This evidence is supported by certificate of Dr. Herbert 
A. Bruce, who examined the X-Ray plates of claimant’s knee, and expresses 
the opinion “ that as a consequence of his not receiving proper surgical care 
soon after being wounded (in other words through medical neglect) Capt. Baker 
is now left with a permanent injury which may eventually become more serious.” 
Dr. Hodgins appeared before the Commission and confirmed the opinion stated 
in his affidavits. Claimant’s medical history files disclose no disability, and 
it would appear that the injury may not then have been troublesome but has 
become so since. 

Notwithstanding the foregoing medical evidence, the medical adviser to the 
Commission held the very decided view that no improper treatment had been 
shown and that operation, shortly after the wound, would not have been in accord 
with good or safe surgical practice. In view of his dissidence, I have obtained the 
opinion of a very prominent surgeon on the case as submitted. In order that there 
may be no misapprehension on the point, I quote his report in full as follows:— 


“Re Captain R. P. Baker 
“Case No. 2244 

“T have examined the case records and the X-ray of the above mentioned person. 

“In my opinion (contrary to other medical evidence) I consider that from a surgical 
standpoint the safest and best treatment was adopted under the circumstances. Any efforts 
at the time to be more radical, such as attempting to remove the foreign bodies, would in 
all probability have resulted in serious damage to the knee joint, with its consequent severe 
disability. 

_. “Subsequent progress of the case has proven their judgment was correct, as the knee 
joint is intact and the present disability is insignificant. : 

_ “Again, even to-day when conditions are much more favourable for radical operative 
interference, medical evidence agrees in advising against it, at the same time finding fault 
with the treatment at first carried out. This to me seems inconsistent.” 


In these circumstances I cannot find that. claimant now suffers a ida Lilie 
resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. Not being bound by the 
rules of evidence, I am entitled to go outside the record to arrive at a true appre- 
ciation of the facts. This, I have done in seeking the advice of a surgeon of 
my own choice and, in the result, I have reached the definite conclusion that 
claimant received proper medical attention for his wound and cannot attribute 
any part of his present disability to the neglect of his injury. The claim must, 
accordingly, be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 22, 1932. 


CASE 2245—ARTHUR CARR LUMSDEN 


The claimant was a Captain in the 72nd Battalion. He enlisted in September 
1915 at the age of 23. He was taken prisoner March 1, 1917, at Vimy Ridge, 
suffering with gunshot wounds in the right arm and stomach, and was repatriated 
to England December 31, 1918. He is not in receipt of disability pension, and 
has never made application therefor. He was married in January, 1931. Prior 
to enlistment, he was engaged in a wholesale Boot and Shoe concern, at a salary 
of $125 per month, and is still so engaged, at.a present salary of $250 per month. 

He alleges that- while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his broken 
arm was improperly set, with the result that it is permanently crooked, also that 
he was several times operated upon without an anesthetic being administered. 
He complains also of shortage of food, and insanitary living conditions. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant confines his complaint to disability of his right arm which he 
declares to result from inadequate and improper medical attention. Taken first 
to Douai, and later at Munster, he received some treatment for his wounds but 
complains that his arm was never properly set. At Karlsruhe, Crefeld, Strohen 
and Bad Colberg, claimant complains bitterly of the living conditions and food. 
He is corroborated by Capt. R. P. Baker, who appeared before the Commission. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from a marked deformity 
of the right arm immediately below the elbow joint. The carrying angle is 
entirely eliminated, entailing considerable disability. Dr. 8. M. Meekison, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission, but his certi- 
ficate quite definitely states that “more adequate treatment at the time of the 
injury would have resulted in a much less disabled arm.” Claimant’s medical 
history files substantiated the disability. 

The medical adviser to the Commission is not in agreement with the medical 
evidence of record. He has expressed the opinion that the evidence does not 
disclose that any operative treatment was omitted which might have been 
adopted, while claimant was a prisoner. Having regard to such opinion, I have 
consulted a surgeon of my own choice, to whom I have submitted the entire 
record. He reports as follows:— 


“Re: A. C. LUMSDEN 
“Case No. 2245 
“T have examined the records of the above person and in my opinion a near perfect 
anatomical result could not be expected. I believe at the time and under the circumstances 
the safest and best treatment was employed. 
“Attempts to be more radical would have exposed the patient to disastrous complica~ 
tions and what little benefit he should have received, if any, would not have compensated 


im. 

“In civil practice these cases are just as difficult and I consider a good functional joint 
is all that could be hoped for under the most favourable circumstances, and this seems to 
have been attained.” 


In this state of the record, it is clearly impossible for me to reach a finding 
in claimant’s favour. He has failed to discharge the burden of showing a present 
disability resulting from maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. On the contrary, 
I would be inclined to say that had operative measures been adopted claimant 
would probably have been left with a more serious disability. I am left with 
the conviction that the German medical authorities were guilty of no neglect in 
his case. The claim, accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Comissioner. 
Orrawa, November 22, 1932. 


CASE 2081—ALBERT McCLUSKEY 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27515. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly gassed and suffering with a frac- 
tured left foot. He was repatriated to England December 21, 1918. He is not 
in receipt of pension, was married in February 1929 and has two children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as hoistman in a mine at $85 per month and is 
now a telegraph operator, earning $135 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of solitary confinement for 
refusal to work in salt mines, beatings and kicks, bad food, further solitary 


FURTHER REPORT 179 


confinement for attempted escape, compelled to stand at attention, received a 
cut across the eye, with steel wedge, which bled profusely and was refused 
medical attention, still suffers pain from the wound and temporary blindness, was 
also compelled to work in water, suffered from exposure and was beaten with 
rifle butts. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where he remained for 18 
months. For refusing to work in the salt mines he was given confinement to 
cells on starvation diet and was also struck by the guards. Later he was sent to . 
a farm, where he was invited to join the Casement Irish Battalion. He attempted 
escape, was recaptured and taken to Cassel, served time in cells and was kicked 
by the guards. On another occasion, he endeavoured to escape, was beaten upon 
recapture, confined to cells and transferred to Langenselza, followed by Holzap- 
pel, where he remained for 2 years. Here he was struck across the eye by a 
steel wedge thrown at him by a guard. He still bears the scar.. The vision in 
the eye has been affected and constitutes claimant’s main complaint of disability. 
He still suffers intermittent pain in the eye with temporary blindness. This 
incident is corroborated by the testimony of a fellow prisoner, Ernest Wey- 
mouth. Claimant also complains of his nerves and has lost considerable time 
from his work, which fact is borne out by his employer. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from nervous exhaust- 
ion and easy fatigability. His percentage of disability is stated at 10 per cent in 
his own calling and at 25 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. J. 8. Fother- 
ingham, who certifies to the foregoing, also appeared before the Commission, and 
declares that claimant’s condition is not serious and that he expected his condition 
to improve. He could not speak of the eye condition, but, as to this, there is filed 
a certificate of Dr. W. B. Cassels, to the effect that claimant has sustained “‘des- 
truction of supraorbital foramen leaving deep depression in frontal bone, deep 
scar on left eyebrow and also scar on upper eyelid, neuralgia involving brow.” 
Dr. Cassels rates his disability at 25 per cent and expresses the opinion that claim- 
ant has suffered partial loss of sight which will be permanent and will be subject 
to neuralgia of brow. Doubts having arisen as to the extent of the disability 
alleged by claimant, he was examined on November 18, 19382 by Dr. W. W. 
Wright, ophthalmologist, of Toronto. This examination shows that claimant has 
slight right hypermetropia and a moderate degree of mixed astigmatism of the left 
eye, neither of which minor defects can be regarded as of traumatic origin. Further 
the defects are fully corrected by glasses. In these circumstances claimant has 
failed to make out a case of disability resulting from maltreatment. The claim 
must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, November 22, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2621—JOHN ROLLAND MILLER 


Claimant was a private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27521. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 26 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres and states that he was not wounded, 
although the military records show a shrapnel wound in the left buttock. He 
denies this wound but says that he was gassed. He was repatriated to England 
January 1, 1919. He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability pension, amounting 
to $15 per month, based on bronchitis and emphysema. He was married in May, 
1920, and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a teamster 
with a lumbering concern, earning $26 per month, and board. He is now unem- 
ployed but when at work he drives a truck, earning about $25 per week. 

61083—123 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of several beatings, of 
having teeth extracted improperly by a dentist, having to work in a tin factory 
where the fumes affected his lungs, was knocked unconscious and left lying in 
water and being confined for three days and nights in a room filled with water, 
which exposure aggravated his chest trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent the first few months of his captivity at Gottingen and 
Hameln camps, and apart from insufficiency of food, has no complaints. Sent 
to a camp in the vicinity of Hanover (Sessen, sic) he was employed in a tin 
factory. He first complains of deliberate maltreatment at the hands of a dentist 
who under the guise of attending him, broke all his upper teeth. This is said to 
be because the dentist’s son had been killed at the front a few days previously. 
He then complains that the fumes during his work in the tin factory for two 
years has affected his lungs and that he was laid up for five months in Germany 
with what the doctor told him was tuberculosis. When he returned to work he 
became embroiled with a pro-German Russian prisoner, was set upon by the 
guards, knocked unconscious, and found himself in a cell with water on the floor 
when he regained consciousness and he was kept there three days and three 
nights without food. He attributes his lung condition to these experiences and 
also suffers from rheumatism, which disables him. } 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from ‘‘chronic bronchitis 
following T.B.” His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent in his own 
calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. J. H. Speers, who 
certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical files show the condition of bronchitis and emphysema for which he is in 
receipt of pension. 

I was at first inclined to accept claimant’s statement of the loss of his upper 
teeth in the manner recounted. Unfortunately for claimant, his medical dental 
files reporting an examination in January, 1921, at Davisville hospital do not 
bear him out. The report declares that “of the ten upper anterior teeth, nine 
were in position and intact.” Clearly, therefore, claimant did not lose these 
teeth in the manner complained of by him. The remaining disabilities of which 
he speaks cannot, In my opinion, be attributed to maltreatment. The claim, 
accordingly, fails and must be disallowed. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 22, 1932. 


SCHEDULE OF AWARDS TO MILITARY CLAIMANTS 


Case No. Name of Claimant Award 
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2493 Sat O EL WV oaks aly n Wea yack hr meee ls Seg ies corer eee 5010! 
2610 Parmichael Ue Vist aki EY PEM ie dn ck ee oe 700 
2368 CaTPOls, hot Vi cil gts « PTA Jee hic 4 Ieee ae tae emcee ee 800) 
2439 Chatitetd 70s? nes? Ha? Cha eae yas etn Seen een 500 
2555 Goghill Is ALLy AOI Fa, DSR Ras lL SL Re: Des AS: 500 
2435 Danes W oz. dsteqce lafwagecte. A. vader s baasae. abate ate o 500: 
2044 DE as Mies 2p" = Pine abe Maem areal, © akan LAP endl <vikisleianpiege ree! gh oo: 600 
2340 Divan ee Fp, eae hoy tok ak ok be 2 Wagt ook VARY Haas Ae ae 500: 
19910 Bivaris Wve does fee is SE et beater i ivy an Je ae cies alee ee 600 
2625 Gamblé, esd . RAGS IMS, AB. BLOG i RAR 800 
2364 Gareala: dice: 42%. .o11... tiewrietlas. hoe alee are 2, 500 
1993 ATW OB CAN awa, «sph concn dete TIO ose t aera eee ee 500 
2499 Crrirandale: Eps ce ag, Uncen Seen, Reena ae 500 
2405 ELA LIMING Na «2s Lease et Rear Sean Sa Tht. Oe etka eee 500 


2431 Harding, Bi. chic Gal eo Se ee ae ee ee 500 
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Case No. Name of Claimant Award 
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Total, 38. 


CASE 2378—THOMAS BROMLEY 


Claimant was a Lance Corporal in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 10010. 

He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 33 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly wounded by shrapnel in 
the leg and gassed. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is 
in receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension, amounting to $32.50 per month, 
based on neurosis, haemorrhoids and varicose veins. He was married at the time 
of enlistment and has four children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
machinist, earning $25 per week, and since discharge did not resume his trade 
but helped his father-in-law for a time with a market garden, and is now unem- 
ployed. ; 
He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains particularly of being com- 
pelled to work long hours with abscesses on the hands and legs due to chemicals 
and dirt, until blood poisoning affected his right arm causing great suffering. 
After recovery, he served 16 months in the salt mines, and contracted sores and 
a skin disease which persisted for two years after his discharge. Also received 
a severe kick from a guard which caused him great trouble later. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp, to which he remained attached for 
about a year. At a brick yard, he was kicked between the legs by a guard for 
resting from his work. An abscess developed and claimant suffered great pain. 
This injury has troubled him since. Sent to Vehnemoor, he was compelled to 
work in the water, resulting in rheumatism and spent some time in hospital at 
Oldenburg. He was then sent to a salt mine near Saltau where he spent 11 
months, although in his statement of claim he declares that he spent 16 months 
in the mines. He refers to the general conditions as bad, and he contracted a 
skin disease, due to the filthy sleeping quarters, from which he suffered greatly 
and which still troubles him somewhat at times. He also complains of being 
made to work in a chemical factory without protective devices for the face and 
eyes. His hand was injured, medical attention was denied and blood poisoning 
set in, entailing great suffering. He was sent to hospital at Saltau. In an alterca- 
tion with a Russion prisoner, at Harvemoor (sic) claimant was hit over the head 
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with a hose pipe and has suffered from headaches ever since. He complains of 
his general health, his head and stomach. The precise nature of his ailment is 
not very clearly made out. 

There is no medical evidence, apart from that contained in claimant’s 
medical history files. These indicate that claimant suffers from neurosis, haemor- 
rhoids and varicose veins. Some loss of vision is of prewar origin. His remain- 
ing disabilities are attributed generally to war experiences, including his period 
of captivity. His nervous system is said to have become unstable due to his 
treatment whilst a prisoner. 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent some 11 months in the salt 
mines, I would not be disposed to recommend an award. From a careful examina- 
tion of the evidence and also the mass of evidence in other cases of the conditions 
pertaining in the salt mines, I think it can fairly be said that claimant was 
subjected to maltreatment which has resulted in some disability. I would accord- 
ingly, recommend a payment to him of $600 with interest thereon, at the rate of 
5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 24, 1932. 


CASE 2493—WILFRED CAMPBELL 


Claimant was a Private in the 18th Battalion—Regimental No. 1383148. He 
enlisted in November 1915, at the age of 22 years, and was taken prisoner October 
8, 1916, at Courcelette, wounded in the hand and gassed. He was repatriated to 
England, November 29th, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in 
November 1922 and has twe children, twins. Prior to enlistment, he was em- 
ployed as an electrician, at $15 per week, and is now engaged in the same trade, 
earning $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of hard labour at road work 
and in the coal mines and bad food resulting in stomach disorders. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 


Claimant was first taken to Cambrai, followed by Dulmen. He says little 
of his treatment at these camps, but complains bitterly of conditions and abuse 
at Buchum coal mines, where he was sent and remained for over two years, 
employed at pulling waggons and working underground. The hours were long 
(12 to 13 hours per day) the food was bad and the treatment rough. Claimant 
injured his knee, received no medical attention, and was compelled to continue 
working. On one occasion he struck a guard, under provocation, and was thrown 
down a bank, injuring his shoulder. For an attempted escape, claimant was 
punished. On the whole, he tells a very modest story of his treatment and con- 
fines his complaint chiefly to conditions in the coal mines. He attributes to these 
experiences stomach and kidney troubles and a sore back. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from pains in the abdo- 
men, vomiting, loss of appetite and constipation. His percentage of disability is 
stated at 50 per cent. Dr. A. H. McCordick, who certifies to the foregoing, did 
not appear before the Commission. His certificate is quite general. Claimant’s 
medical files show nothing unusual. Upon discharge the record of his examina- 
tion contains the usual notation, ‘“ all systems normal.” 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent about 24 years in the coal mines, 
I would be inclined to disallow the claim, on the ground that disability resulting 
from maltreatment had not been shown. But we have had abundant testimony 
as to the harsh conditions prevalent in the coal mines and claimant’s story is 
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consistent with that evidence. I consider that I am justified in inferring that he 
was subjected to maltreatment which has resulted in some permanent injury to 
his health. While claimant has not made out a strong case, I think he should 
have the benefit of the doubt. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to 
him of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 2, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2610—ROYAL VICTOR CARMICHAEL 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 10749. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 30 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas. He was repatriated 
to England in December 1918. He is in receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension, 
amounting to $25 per month, based on tuberculosis of the lungs. He was married 
in October 1919 and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
sailor on the Great Lakes, earning $35 per month and keep, and since discharge 
he has been serving as second engineer on lake vessels when he can get a job. 
When working he earns from $125 to $135 and found. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having had his nose 
fractured and teeth knocked out by a blow with a rifle butt, hard labour in salt 
mines where he had his thumb split open by a guard, and general harsh treat- 
ment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where he was refused medical 
attention for the effects of gas from which he was suffering. After a few weeks, 
he followed a route with which we have grown familiar, to the Beinerode salt 
mines, via Cellelager. He remained in the mines between 17 and 18 months and 
was subjected to the forms of maltreatment which have been recounted by other 
prisoners at this camp. His story is consistent with the mass of evidence before 
us. His thumb was injured, when a guard deliberately threw him into a lift, and 
no medical attention was given him. Finally he succeeded in being transferred 
to Hameln, on the ground that he was an engineer and could be made use of in 
that capacity. He was beaten, en route, by a German officer, and was only 
allowed to remain at Hameln for a few weeks. Sent to Bodenfeldt, he was placed 
in charge of stationary engines and badly beaten because one of them broke down 
and he was unable, immediately, to mend it. He was hit across the nose and jaw, 
breaking the nose and knocking out several teeth, to say nothing of blows across 
the shoulders, with some injury. For several attempted escapes, claimant received 
the usual confinement to cells, to which was added beatings of various kinds. He 
was eventually sent to a convalescent camp at Hameln, as to which he has no 
complaints. He now complains of his nerves, his chest condition, his nose and 
the injury to his thumb, all of which incapacitate him. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has a deflected septum, right 
lower bicuspids and first two molars knocked out, suffers from nervous debility, 
is easily worried and of an irritable disposition, fibrosis of both lungs, at present 
diagnosed as arrested tuberculosis. He also has a deformed left thumb. His 
percentage of disability is stated at 30 per cent in his own calling and at 75 per 
cent in the general labour market. Dr. T. S. Simpson, who certifies to the fore- 
going, did not appear before the Commission, but has amplified his certificate by 
a more detailed report, which is of record. There i is no question that pormant is 
disabled as the result of his treatment whilst a prisoner. . 
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I have no hesitation in reaching the conclusion that claimant was subjected 
to maltreatment whilst a prisoner which has resulted in permanent injury. As 
stated in general Opinion annexed to my earlier report dealing with maltreatment 
cases, it would be surprising indeed to find a prisoner who had undergone the 
brutality of the Beinerode salt mines without some resultant disability. Having 
regard to all the circumstances, I would recommend a payment to claimant of 
$700, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. 

ERROL. M. McDOUGALL. 


OrrawA, November 5, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2368—JAMES VICTOR CARROLL 


The claimant was a Sergeant in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 16727. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from 
gas. He was released to Holland March 23, 1918, and was repatriated to England 
December 18 of that year. He is in receipt of 100 per cent disability pension, 
amounting to $115 per month, based on duodenal ulcer with anaemia and 
pyrrhoea. He was married January 4, 1919, and has one child. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was employed as a logger, at a wage from $4 to $5 per day, and since 
discharge he has held various positions but is now unemployed owing to ill health. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been beaten, con- 
fined to cells, bad food, insanitary living conditions and stoppage of parcels. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:-— 

Claimant spent the first two years of his captivity at Giessen camp. He 
appears to have incurred the vindictiveness of his captors because he would not 
disclose the ringleaders of a group of prisoners who attempted to escape. As a 
sergeant he was also subjected to abuse for refusing to exercise command over 
his fellow prisoners in getting them out to work. He was condemned to cells and 
spent long periods of imprisonment where he was knocked about. From Giessen 
claimant was sent to Meschede in Westphalia where he remained several months, 
and complains that he was beaten and starved. Later he spent time at Sautau 
and Bohmte and concluded his captivity at Membergmoor, where the treatment 
was good. :‘Claimant’s chief complaint is as to his confinement to cells. His 
statement as to treatment at Giessen is corroborated by a fellow prisoner. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from duodenal ulcers with 
anaemia and pyrrhoea, (post discharge). He is in receipt of full disability pen- 
sion. No medical evidence, other than that contained in his medical history 
files, has been adduced. 

There is no doubt that claimant has been seriously disabled and the record 
would appear to establish that his condition dates from the period of his captivity. 
While generally disabilities presumably nutritional in origin are not to be 
regarded as maltreatment, I think in this case that the circumstances are excep- 
tional. The treatment given claiment at Giessen and Meschede was such as 
probably to result in disability. Such treatment appears to have been un- 
warranted, and I have reached the conclusion that claimant was subjected to 
maltreatment resulting in permanent disability to him. Having regard to all the 
circumstances and the pension received by claimant, I would recommend a pay- 
ment to him of $800, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, 
from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL. M. McDOUGALL. 


Cammissioner. 
Orrawa, August 30, 1932. 
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CASE 2439—THOMAS CHATFIELD 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental number 27435. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 27 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, slightly gassed. He was 
repatriated to England December 31, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was 
married in September, 1920, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he 
was employed as a bricklayer at sixty cents an hour and since discharge resumed 
his trade, in the capacity of contractor and averaged about $25 per week; was 
unemployed at time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings by guards, 
hard labour in salt mines, beaten with rifle butts for refusal to work, forced to 
walk long distances to the doctor and compelled to work for 24 hours con- 
secutively on several occasions, also starved and had parcels stopped. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp, where he remained 8 weeks and was 
hit over the head by a German sergeant, presumably for smoking in barracks. 
He complains that this blow has permanently affected his eyesight. After a 
short time at Celle lager, he was sent to the ill famed salt mines at Beienrode 
(parent camp, Hameln). He tells the familiar story of beatings, hard work and 
lack of medical attention, recounted by other prisoners who were at this camp. 
He remained here 3 years and five months. On one occasion he was pushed into 
a wagon by a German civilian and received an injury to his breast bone, for 
which he received no medical attention except a painting with iodine which did 
nothing to alleviate the pain. On another occasion he was beaten and sustained 
an injury to his elbow, from which he suffered for two years. His testimony as 
to the injury received when pushed into a wagon is corroborated by a fellow 
prisoner (Wilkings, Case No. 1896). Claimant suffers from nervousness and 
bronchitis and is unable to carry on with his usual occupation of bricklayer. 

There is no medical evidence of record and were it not for the fact that 
claimant spent so long a period in the salt mines, there would be no occasion 
to consider his case further. He appears to have come through his experience 
at Beienrode remarkably well and to have been left with comparatively little 
disability. As stated in other cases, those claimants who had to endure the 
brutal treatment of the salt mines, have almost all come out impaired in health. 
The present claimant is no exception, although his present disability may not 
be great. 

Having regard to the circumstances noted, I would recommend a payment 
to him of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 7, 1932. 


CASE 2555—JAMES COGHILL 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113140. 
He enlisted December 30, 1914, at the age of 25 years, and was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 4, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a teamster, earning $12 per week, and since discharge he has been 
working on a farm for $50 per month and found, for six months in the year. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of flat feet with callouses 
due to long periods of standing and working with wooden clogs; hard labour in 
coal mines and a scar on the right arm, where he was hit with a hammer by the 
foreman. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Dulmen camp for a short time, but was soon sent on 
to coal mines in Westphalia (Bruchstrasse) where he worked for 2 years and 8 
months. Claimant was beaten and received an injury on the right arm, from 
which, however, there is no disability. His fingers were also hurt as the result 
of an accident. Claimant deos not appear to have been brutalized but complains 
of the hard work and undernourishment. His disability at the present time 
consists of flat feet, which he attributes to the wearing of wooden clogs and long 
hours spent on his feet. | 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from flat feet with 
callouses. His percentage of disability is stated at 25 per cent. Dr. W. S. 
Aitchison, who certifies to the foregoing, appeared before the Commission, and 
confirmed the diagnosis contained in his certificate. There is a suggestion that 
claimant may have had weak feet ‘before enlistment and that his experience, 
chiefly undernourishment, may have brought about the condition now complained 
of. Dr. Aitchison declares that neither the arm nor the finger injuries consti- 
tute a disability. He is, moreover, of opinion that the flat feet might have 
developed from service conditions. Claimant’s medical history files reveal 
nothing unusual. Were it not for the fact that claimant spent so great a part 
of his period of captivity in the coal mines, I would not be inclined to regard 
his case flavourably. The disability shown is not considerable, but I think, 
having regard to conditions in the coal mines with which we are familiar, that 
it is a fair inference that some disability has resulted from claimant’s experiences. 
On the whole, I would recommend a payment to him of $500 with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 3, 1932. 


CASE 2435—WILLIAM DANE 


Claimant was a Private in the 75th Battalion—Regimental No. 681228. 
He enlisted February 18, 1916, ‘at the age of 28 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 9, 1917, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 8, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amounting to $51 per month 
for himself and family, ‘based on nephritis. He was married June 7, 1916, and 
and has six children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a packer and 
shipper in a wholesale seed warehouse at $15 per week and is now employed as 
a mechanic earnng about $4 per day. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of unsanitary living 
conditions, hard labour on railway construction, not far behind the lines, with 
beatings, abuse, exposure, and was compelled to work while suffering with 
nephritis. He was finally sent to work in a coal mine where he suffered beatings 
with rifle butts and fists. 

Analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Douai and then spent 12 days confined in 
Fort Macdonald, at Lille. He complains of the filthy living conditions and con- 
finement. Sent out to work on a railway line, he complains of being abused, 
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kicked and struck with rifles and was told this treatment was by way of reprisal 
for similar treatment given German prisoners. Sent to Marchiennes, claimant 
worked in the forests. He complains of living conditions, general abuse and 
declares that he took ill and was sent to hospital at Valenciennes where he 
remained 4 weeks when he was transferred to Stendal, followed by Limburg. 
At the latter camp he was sick for 4 weeks. He was then sent to a coal mine, 
where he remained for 13 months working in an open shaft. He complains 
of beatings, blows and being made to stand facing a wall. As a result of these 
experiences, claimant alleges that his condition of nephritis, for which he is in 
receipt of pension, has developed. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from nephritis. His 
percentage of disability is stated at from 30 per cent to 50 per cent. Dr. D. C. 
Murray, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files show the condition referred to and ascribe it 
to living conditions as a prisoner of war. It is clear, from the evidence that 
claimant has suffered a disability and it is not difficult, indirectly at least, to 
attribute some part of such disability to claimant’s experiences while held 
close behind the lines and working in the coal mines. On the whole, I have 
reached the conclusion that claimant has been successful in making out a case. 
I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $500 with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 7, 1932. 


CASE 2044—JAMES DARGIE 


Claimant was a Private with the Imperials, in the 4th Battalion—Black 
Watch—Regimental No. 200182. He first came to Canada to reside in September, 
1919. He enlisted in May, 1914, and was mobilized at the outbreak of war in 
August, 1914. He was 17 years of age on enlistment, and was taken prisoner 
April 18, 1918, unwounded. He was never taken to Germany but was kept a 
prisoner behind the lines for seven months. He was repatriated to England 
November 19, 1918. He received a pension of 20 per cent, amounting to eight 
shillings per week, which was discontinued in 1920. This was based on a gun- 
shot wound. He had been previously wounded, sent to England and returned 
to active service in France before he was taken prisoner. He was married 
December 31, 1920, and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a 
machinist’s apprentice, earning from 15 to 20 shillmgs per week. Since discharge 
he has been doing odd jobs and sometimes averages $15 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of exposure, starvation, 
hard labour behind the lines on road work and loading shells, beatings, work 
under fire, and in particular of a blow on the head with a rifle butt which left 
a scar. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

There was some question as to whether claimant had been resident in 
Canada previous to the war, but I consider that he has satisfactorily established 
this fact. He was a prisoner for about 9 months only, but was one of the 
unfortunates who was held behind the lines and compelled to work under 
conditions of inhumanity with which we have grown familiar and which are 
fully reported in official documents. His story is consistent with the knowledge 
thus gained of conditions prevailing behind the German lines. It 1s unnecessary 
further to detail the treatment accorded these prisoners. 
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The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia; 
bronchitis, pain in feet, and a generally lowered condition. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 75 per cent in the 
general labour market. Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the foregoing, 
did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files are not 
entirely satisfactory, but there appears to be no doubt that he suffers some 
disability. 

While the evidence as to claimant’s present condition is not very definite, 
I have reached the conclusion that he has some disability which I regard as 
due to the conditions of work, starvation and brutality to which he was subjected 
while compelled to work behind the lines. As explained in general Opinion 
annexed to my earlier report on maltreatment cases, the treatment accorded to 
these prisoners was cruel beyond words and in direct contravention of all the 
laws of war. It is not surprising that claimant’s health has suffered. Viewing 
the case as a whole, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $600, with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 28, 1932. 


CASE 2340—CYRIL DUGAN 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27644. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from gas. He was 
repatriated to England January 18, 1919. He has recently been granted a 10 
per cent disability pension, amounting to $11.50 per month, based on gastritis. 
He was married in April, 1923, and has one child. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as a store clerk earning about $12 per week and is now employed as 
a shipping clerk at $22 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation diet, 
beatings with rifle butts and solitary confinement on bread and water. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp and served time at ia number of 
prison camps, viz: Salto, Lichtenhorst, Hameln, Butzbach, Hamburg, Munster, 
Ludenberg and Holzappel. His main complaint centers around this latter 
camp where he was compelled to work in a silver lead mine and beaten for 
refusing to work. We are already familiar with this camp (Cases 1886 and 
1889) and know that the treatment was very severe. Claimant was repeatedly 
beaten and seems also to have incurred heavy penalties of confinement to cells 
for his persistent refusal to work and for attempted escapes. He finished 
his period of captivity upon a farm, as to which he has no complaints. Claimant 
suffers from his stomach and is subject to dizzy spells. | 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neurosis, colonic 
statis. His percentage of disability is stated at 15 per cent. Dr. Wm. Baillie, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimnant’s 
pension files refer only to a condition of gastritis, for which he is in receipt of 
pension. | 

From a careful perusal of the evidence and having regard to other evidence 
available as to conditions in the silver-lead mine, I think it reasonably follows 
that claimant has suffered some disability resulting from maltreatment whilst 
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a prisoner of war. (See cases 1886 and 1889). I would, accordingly, recom- 
mend a payment to him of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent: 
per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 28, 1932. 


CASE 1990—WILLIAM JOHN EVANS 


The claimant was a Private in the Royal Canadian Dragoons—Regimental 
No. 552712. He enlisted in July, 1915, at the age of 17 years, and was taken 
prisoner March 30, 1918, and states that he was suffering from slight wounds. 
He was repatriated to England January 3, 1919. He was at one time in receipt 
of pension for valvular disease of the heart, but commuted it. He has since made 
an application for re-instatement, but it has been rejected. He is now awaiting 
the result of an appeal from such rejection. He was married in 1920, but was 
divorced in 1927. He has two children aged 9 and 6 years respectively. Prior 
to enlistment, he was a student. He is now employed as a clerk, at a salary 
of $100 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of insufficient food and 
clothing, and of having been made to work so near to the German front line 
that he was frequently under fire from our own guns. He also states that on one 
occasion he was beaten unconscious with a pick handle. He alleges, as a general 
result, a present nervous condition. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

While claimant was a prisoner for 9 months only, he was one of the unfor- 
tunates compelled to work close behind the lines, under shell fire, and subject to 
conditions which are almost indescribable and as to which we have abundance of 
detail in the evidence of other prisoners and in the report made by the British 
authorities in regard to these prisoners. I refer to the general Opinion annexed 
to my earlier report upon maltreatment cases. Claimant’s story is consistent with 
the information already available and consists in a recital of cruelty and brutality 
which need not be repeated. He was beaten, deliberately starved and made to 
work long hours under conditions of the greatest. severity. It is not surprising 
to find that his health has suffered. He now complains of his nerves, his stomach 
and digestion. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from pain and weakness 
in the left side of thorax, marked neurosis, exaggerated reflexes and restlessness. 
His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. J. Patterson, who cer- 
tifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s medical 
history files show a weakened heart condition. 

Having regard to the treatment received by claimant when compelled to 
work as a prisoner close behind the lines, I have little hesitation in finding that he 
was subjected to maltreatment. .That he has suffered some impairment to his 
health is also indicated. Viewing all the circumstances I am disposed to recom- 
mend a payment to claimant of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920 to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commuassioner. 
Orrawa, September 11, 1932. 
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CASE 2625—FREDERICK JAMES GAMBLE 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 10088. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 26 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but gassed. He was 
repatriated to England January 13, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension, was 
married in July, 1920 and has two children. Prior to enlistment, he was a whole- 
sale butcher, earning $100 per month, is now a storage battery salesman at 
$100 per month and commission. 

He alleges that, while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings because of 
his inability to understand German, bad food, of being forced to work in a 
chemical factory with no protection from the fumes and fine dust, health broke 
down and was returned to camp duty. Later placed in the salt mines, where 
he was unable to complete his task and work 16 hours per day. Escaped, was 
beaten and confined to dark cells upcn recapture. Was returned to the salt mine, 
and, when health again broke down, was sent to hospital where he was permitted 
to act as an orderly. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Giessen Camp, where he remained till Janaury 
1916. He complains only of the shortage of food. Sent to Lichtenhorst and 
Langenmoor, he complains bitterly of the treatment in his enfeebled condition, 
being driven to work on the moors and beaten. In June, 1916, he was removed 
to Sub-Edewechermoor (sic) where the working conditions are described as 
particularly harsh. This was followed by 4 months at Mannheim, working in 
a chemical factory. Here the work was heavy and no protective devices were 
furnished the prisoners against the fumes and dust, which claimant alleges has 
permanently injured his chest. Hie was beaten for having a gold coin in his 
possession, and served 14 days in cells at Saltau. Sent to salt mines at Oldau in 
Essen, claimant encountered brutal treatment, in the form of hard labour under- 
ground, long hours and beatings. Conditions became so bad, claimant attempted 
to escape, was recaptured and returned to the mines. In all he spent two periods 
of six months each in the mines. His health completely broke down and he was 
sent to hospital at Celle where he was seriously ill for several months. He was 
then employed as an orderly in the hospital. As a result of these experiences, 
claimant suffers from his nerves, stomach and haemorrhoids. Claimant’s story 
as to the incident of the gold coin is corroborated by a fellow prisoner. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia, 
gastro-enteritis with chronic constipation and haemorrhoids. His percentage of 
disability is stated at 100 per cent in his own calling and at 25 per cent in the 
general labour market. Drs. H. D. Taylor and Mortimer Fleming, both of whom 
certify to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual. 

The lot of those prisoners who served time in the salt mines was particularly 
distressing. We have an abundance of evidence as to the cruelty of the treatment 
accorded them, and claimant’s statement is quite consistent with such evidence. 
I am of opinion that he has been successful in making out a case of maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner and I think also that he has shown a permanent disability 
resulting therefrom. He has thus met the requirements entitling him to an 
award. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $800 with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to 
date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 24, 1932. 
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CASE 2364—JOSEPH GAREAU 


The claimant was a Private in the 29th Battalion—Regimental No. 75986. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at. the age of 20 years, and was taken prisoner April 
19, 1916, at St. Eloi, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 24, 
1918. He is in receipt of a disability pension, amounting to $3.75 per month, 
based on bronchitis. He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a shingler, earning $100 per month. He still carries on that occupation on his 
own account, but states that his income therefrom is practically nothing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings, and that 
on one occasion he was compelled to crawl three miles on his hands and knees. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Giessen camp where he remained for the greater part 
of his captivity. He was sent to the Geisweid Iron Works where he complains of 
being beaten and hit over the head with injury to his hearing. A statement made 
by claimant, in England, upon repatriation, is substantially in accord with his 
evidence. The incident referred to occurred upon claimant’s recapture after an 
attempt to escape. He also speaks of being badly beaten when recaptured on 
another occasion and made to crawl on his hands and knees for a distance of 
3 miles. He complains of the injury to his hearing and a lung condition resulting 
from these experiences. 

Dr. Charles H. Vrooman appeared before the Commission and testified that 
when he first examined claimant and made a report in 1919 his conclusion was 
that claimant had had tuberculosis of the right and possibly the left apex, but 
that is was arrested. He is unable to say much as to claimant’s later condition 
and did not again give him a thorough examination. Claimant’s military files 
contain the statement, made upon repatriation, above referred to, but there is 
nothing concerning his alleged disabilities. It appears from the evidence that 
claimant receives a pension based or bronchitis. 

There is only claimant’s statement for the alleged occurrence at Geisweid. 
Having regard, however, to the statement made by him upon repatriation, I am 
inclined to credit the story told. The punishment so inflicted for an attempted 
escape, went beyond all reasonable bounds and constitutes, in my opinion, 
maltreatment which has resulted in permanent injury. The evidence is not 
entirely satisfactory as to such disability, but I am inclined to give the claimant 
the benefit of the doubt. I would recommend a payment to him of $500, with 
interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to 
date of payment. 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 6, 1932. 


CASE 1993—CYRIL NAPOLEON GERVAIS 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113242. He 
enlisted July 26, 1915, at the age of 18 years, and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, suffering with a bayonet wound in the knee and received a blow in the - 
side from a rifle butt after capture. He was repatriated to England December 4, 
1918. He is in receipt of a 30 per cent disability pension, amounting to $45 
per month for himself and family, based on chronic bronchitis. He was married 
June 26, 1919, and has five children. Prior to enlistment, he worked with his 
father on a farm and is now on a homestead but is not doing very well. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to work 
in the coal mines where he was injured in a fall of coal and was kicked on the 
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nose. It was broken and still affects respiration. Also received a kick in the 
side of the head injuring the right ear. Was subjected to solitary confinement in 
a cell dripping water, after attempts to escape. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, whence, after a short period 
without incident, he was transferred to Recklinghausen. He worked in the coal 
mines for two months, when he met with an accident through the fall of coal. 
While lying in the debris he declares that he was kicked or hit on the ear and nose 
by a guard, who blamed him for the fall of coal. His nose was broken and his 
ear injured. Sent to hospital, he was fairly treated. Returned to the mine upon 
discharge from hospital, claimant was soon transferred to Munster No. 2, thence 
to Dulmen to convalesce, where he was compelled to work while unfit. After a 
short time at Staumuhle, claimant was sent to Niebeckum to work in a stone 
quarry. He made attempts to escape, received the usual confinement to cells, and 
for refusing to disclose where he had obtained maps, etc., was confined in a wet 
cell, and when released was sent to hospital. As a result of these experiences, 
claimant complains of his side (this was a service injury), rheumatism, defective 
hearing, deviated septum and brenchitis. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from chronic bronchitis 
and partial loss of hearing in right ear. His percentage of disability is stated at 
60 per cent in his own calling and at 70 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. A. R. Richards, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission, but there have been filed further medical certificates; one from Dr. 
E. T. Wood, confirming the bronchial condition and referring to rheumatism and 
the injury to the nose and ear; two from Dr. W. L. Higginson tending to show that 
claimant’s condition is becoming aggravated; together with a record of treatment 
for bronchitis from April, 1919, to September, 1928, by Dr. W. H. Gauthier. 
Claimant’s medical files show nothing unusual . 

I have been in some doubt as to whether the i injury to claimant’s nose and 
ear occurred in the manner stated. It may have occurred in the accident which 
befell him. As to his remaining disabilities, these are of a general nature and 
cannot, in my view, be ascribed to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. After 
very careful consideration I have decided to give claimant the benefit of the doubt 
as to the injury to his nose and ear, and to find that these disabilities are the 
result of maltreatment. I would recommend a payment to claimant of $500, 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 8, 1932. 


CASE 2499—HARRY GRIMSDALE 


Claimant was a Lance-Corporal in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 
24353. He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 29 years, and was taken 
prisoner April 22, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering with 
gunshot wounds in both legs and gas. He was released to Holland in June, 
1918, and repatriated to England November 23 of that year. He is not in 
receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
as a foreman in a glass works at $30 per week and is now in business for 
himself dealing in art glass, but business is very bad at the present time. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, hard 
labour in stone quarries and salt mines. Had his thumb broken in the quarry. 
Developed rheumatism, salt sores and general debility. 
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An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant lay on the field, wounded, for two days before being taken to 
a hospital near St. Julien. He complains that he was kicked before admission 
to hospital and had two ribs broken for refusing to get up. Sent to hospital 
at Ohrdruf for two months, he has no complaints as to his treatment. From 
Gottingen camp claimant was sent to a stone quarry where his thumb was 
injured holding a drill by a sentry. Claimant declares that the blow was 
deliberate. He received no medical attention for the injury and a permanent 
disability has resulted. Sent back to camp, he was then transferred to salt 
mines, where he worked for six months. His story of the treatment here is 
consistent with the mass of evidence we have as to conditions in the salt mines, 
except that claimant escaped much of the physical abuse reported by other 
prisoners. ‘The long hours, poor food, exposure to the wet, brought on 
rheumatism and indigestion from which claimant still suffers. He was sent to 
Erfurt, followed by Langensalza, and as an N.C.O. who refused to volunteer 
to work, was given long hours of punishment standing to attention. He was 
then sent out on a farm and has no complaints. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “ chronic 
rheumatism involving the legs, the knees and ankles and traumatism to left 
thumb with osteo-arthritic changes causing weakness and inability to grasp 
with thumb and first finger.” His percentage of disability is stated at 50 
per cent. Dr. A. A. Mackay, who certifies to the foregoing, also appeared 
before the Commission. He knew claimant before the war and is quite definite 
as to his present disabled condition. Although the symptoms are mainly 
subjective and the origin of his disabilities may be nutritional, Dr. Mackay 
seems to regard ‘the condition of general debility as due to clarmant’s experiences 
as a prisoner. ‘Clanmant’s medical history files show nothing unusual. 

Claimant’s experiences in the salt mines were similar to those of other 
prisoners and I should be surprised indeed to find that his health had not been 
impaired thereby. Moreover, he has some, if slight, disability to his thumb, 
which occurred as the result of—to say the least—culpable carelessness on the 
part of the guard. On the whole, principally upon the ground of six months 
spent in the salt mines, I have reached the conclusion that claimant has been 
successful in showing a present disability resulting from maltreatment whilst 
a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to him of 
$500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 
10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 6, 1932. 


CASE 2405—ALEXANDER HALL 


The claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113271. 
He enlisted in August, 1915, at the age of 24 years. He was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, unwounded, and was repatriated to England December 18, 1918. 
He is not in receipt of disability pension, but states that he proposes to apply 
for one. He is married and has two children, aged 20 and 16 years respectively. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a fireman on the G.T.R., at a salary of $40 per 
month. He is still so employed, at a present salary of $1,700 per annum. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of frequent beatings, 
and that on one of these occasions he was rendered unconscious. He alleges 
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also that he received a bayonet stab in the arm. He complains that he received 
no proper medical attention for a broken pelvis bone and hip, sustained in 
an accident in a coal mine, with the result that he still suffers from the 
non-setting of the fractures. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he remained 3 months. 
He was made to drag a wagon a distance of 14 miles, twice daily and was 
beaten for not working fast enough. He complains also of being made to wear 
wooden sabots. Claimant was then sent to the coal mines at Ospel, where he 
remained until April, 1918. Made to work in the mines, he was beaten and 
declares that he was wounded in the arm by a bayonet in the hands of a 
guard, without however any permanent injury resulting. Claimant was 
provoked by a guard, struck him, was informally tried, sent to cells and while 
there was beaten into unconsciousness with a rubber hose. In an accident, a 
coal truck struck claimant, injuring his hip—the pelvis and hip bones being 
broken. He was abused and beaten for refusing to work with this injury. — 
Sent to hospital, at Dortman, he remained 3 months. Claimant contends 
that the bones were not set and that he is left with a disability he would not 
otherwise have had. Upon discharge from hospital, claimant was sent to 
Munster, where he was put to work in the parcels office. After a month, he 
was transferred to Mannheim, and notwithstanding his protests that he was 
unfit, was made to work. Claimant’s chief complaint is as to the lack of 
proper treatment for his hip. He made no complaint of this injury upon 
discharge but has produced a certificate from his employers to the effect 
that the records do not disclose any industrial accident while with them. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from a fractured 
pelvis and hip. Dr. W. Ross Walters, who certifies to the foregoing, also 
appeared before the Commission. He regards the condition as “ more of actual 
discomfort than of actual disability ”’ and does not consider that the disability 
prevents claimant from doing his regular work. Claimant’s medical history 
files show nothing unusual; there is no mention of the hip injury. 

I am not convinced that claimant has suffered any serious disability as a 
result of his experiences whilst a prisoner. Having regard, however, to the fact 
that he spent over two years in the coal mines and was certainly exposed to 
very brutal treatment, as to which there is some corroboration in the testimony 
of a fellow prisoner, I am inclined to give claimant the benefit of any doubt 
there may be and to find that he has suffered some disability as the result 
of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would, accordingly, recommend 
a payment to him of $500 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 3, 1982. 


CASE 2431—EDWIN HARDING 


Claimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113274. He 
enlisted June 22, 1915, at the age of 16 years, and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 7, 1918. He is not 
in receipt of pension but has an application pending. He was married in 1925 
and has two children. Pricr to enlistment, he was a steamfitter apprentice, earn- 
ing five or six dollars per week, and since discharge has had various positions and 
is NOW yee two or three days per week at truck driving, averaging about $6 
per week. 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, labour in coal 
mines where his eyesight became affected by the coal dust and he has been 
handicapped by poor eyesight ever since. 

-An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent about two months at Dulmen camp, where his only complaint 
is as to the frequent inoculations he received. Removed to Minden for a short 
time, he has no complaints. This was followed by a munitions factory at Milspie 
(sic) where he was beaten for refusing to work. Sent on to Munster, claimant 
was transferred to Fredericksfeld, and sent out on a working party to Govern- 
ment coal mines, where he remained for about 17 months. He speaks of the 
conditions as particularly harsh, and was frequently beaten for not doing the 
required work. He points to scars on his hands as evidencing these beatings, 
but stresses particularly one occasion, during which he was struck in the face and 
right eye. He has suffered from defective vision ever since, which is gradually 
becoming worse. He declares that the injury became septic and that he still has 
a mark in his eye. Apart from reference to an injured knee, the result of an 
accident, claimant attributes to his experiences in Germany a condition of 
nervousness, which interferes with his earning capacity. While claimant made no. 
mention of these troubles upon discharge, corroboration is furnished as to the 
major incidents complained of, by a fellow prisoner (Geo. Stephens No. 1915). 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant has sustained an injury to his 


eye and suffers from general nervousness and weakness. His percentage of dis-. 


ability is stated at 80 per cent in his own calling and at 75 per cent in the general 
labour market. Dr. Noble Black, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear 
before the Commission. There as filed of record, certificate from the T. Eaton 
Co., optical department, to the effect that claimant has very poor vision, his 
right eye being 20/50 and his left eye 20/80. His former employees also advise 
that he was compelled to leave his employment as a truck driver because of his 
poor eyesight. Foti 
The evidence as to the cause of the alleged eye disability is not satisfactory 
and were it not for the fact that claimant spent so long a period in the coal mines, 
I would not be inclined to find in his favour. Claimant’s story was told in a 
frank and convincing manner, and the corroboration furnished by a fellow 
prisoner substantially bears him out. Having regard to the circumstances noted, 
I would, accordingly, recommend a payment to claimant of $500, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. $e . 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 10, 1932. 


CASE 2593—VINCENT GEORGE HOWARD 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27205. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, at the second battle of Ypres, wounded in the head and suffering from gas. 
He was repatriated to England, through Switzerland, on December 9, 1918. He 
applied for disability pension on the grounds of chronic nervousness and heart 
trouble, but his application was rejected. He was married in 1925, and has two 
children, aged 6 years and 8 months respectively. Prior to enlistment, he was 
working in lumber camps, at about $30 per month and his keep. For the last 3 
years he has been in the employ of the Canadian Aluminum Co., earning akout 
$15 per week. 

61083—134 


196 REPARATIONS 1932 


He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He declares that he was struck in 
the face with a rifle butt, as a result of which a front tooth was smashed, and 
that on frequent other occasions he was severely beaten. He states that he was 
compelled to do heavy work in the salt mines for 15 years, on inadequate food, 
and against the Doctor’s orders, as he was then suffermg from the breaking out 
of a head wound he had received some time ‘before his capture, but which at the 
date of capture, had apparently healed. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp, but previous thereto, shortly after. 

capture, was hit in the mouth by a guard, knocking out one of his front teeth. 
After a short time at Cellelager, claimant was sent to the ill famed salt mines - 
at Beienrode (parent camp, Hameln). According to the testimony of a fellow 
prisoner, claimant was more roughly handled that other prisoners. There is an 
abundance of evidence as to the cruelty and maltreatment accorded to prisoners 
in these salt mines and claimant’s story is quite consistent with such evidence. 
He spent 13 years at Beienrode, under conditions of hardships and maltreatment 
which it is unnecessary to detail. He was finally transferred to Switzerland as 
medically unfit. He complains that his health has been affected, that he suffers 
from his heart, due to the hard work and ill treatment. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from disordered action 
of the heart, which is attributed to his work in the salt mines. He is nervous 
and has lost a front tooth. Dr. Robert E. Johnston, who certifies to the fore- 
going, also appeared before the Commission and confirmed the statements con- 
tained in his certificate, declaring claimant to be suffering from functional 
nervous debility, and expressed the opinion that his condition may well have 
resulted from the experiences related by claimant. Claimant’s medical history 
files do not contain anything unusual. 

In this state of the record, [ have very little hesitation in reaching the con- 
clusion that claimant was subjected to maltreatment which has resulted in 
injury to his health. His present condition may be more or less general, but I 
should be surprised to find that he had emerged from Beienrode salt mines 
without disability. As stated in other cases, those claimants who had to endure 
the brutal treatment of the salt mines, have almost all come out impaired in 
health. I regard claimant as no exception, I would, accordingly, recommend a 
payment to claimant of $700, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Comissioner. 
Orrawa, October 8, 1932. 


CASE 2591—WILLIAM HUMES 


The claimant was a Private in the 2nd Tunnelling Co—Regimental No. 
503296. He enlisted February 5, 1915, at the age of 48 years, and was taken 
prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England on December 
16, 1918, and is in receipt of a disability pension, amounting to $40 per month, 
based on heart trouble, tremour of the hands, and has post war sciatica. He is 
married, and has 3 children, the youngest aged 19 years. Prior to enlistment, 
he was a miner, earning about $6 per day. Upon his discharge he resumed that 
occupation, at about $5.20 per day, until the accidental breaking of a leg com- 
pelled him to give it up. Since then, he has done only infrequent light work. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to-maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the heavy nature 
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of the work he was compelled to do for more than 2 years in a coal mine, and 
of inadequate food. He complains also of improper medical treatment given him 
when he suffered an accident whilst at work in the coal mines. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp. His only complaint here is as 
to the nature of the work he was made to do upon the latrines. Removed to 
Ospell coal mines, claimant worked under-ground for 2 years and 8 months 
under conditions of great hardship. He met with an accident, his hand and leg 
being injured, but was denied medical attention. His statement of rough treat- 
ment is corroborated by a fellow prisoner (Hall, case 2405). It is mainly of 
the hard work and poor food that claimant complains, also the disablement of 
his hand. He now suffers with his heart. 

The medical record mdicates that claimant suffers from tremour of right 
hand, arterio sclerosis, disordered action of the heart, possibly angina pectoris 
and general weakness. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent 
in his own calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. Morti- 
mer Fleming, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commis- 
sion. Claimant’s medical history files show disordered action of the heart with 
post discharge sciatica. It would appear that claimant suffered with his heart 
prior to enlistment. 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent over two years in the coal 
mines under conditions of great hardship and brutality, I would not be inclined 
to favour has case. He is, at present, 64 years of age, and must expect advancing 
years to take their toll. In ordinary circumstances his claim would be purely a 
matter for the consideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. For the 
reason stated, however, I have reached the conclusion that he is entitled to an 
award and I would recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 6, 1932. 


CASE 2409—HARRY MEDHURST JOHNCOCK 


Claimant was a Private in the 75th Battalion—Regimental No. 681576. 
He enlisted in March, 1916, at the age of 32 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 9, 1917, at Vimy Ridge, unwounded. He was repatriated to England 
December 9, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, and states he does not intend 
to apply therefor. He is married, and has one child, aged 20. Prior to enlist- 
ment, he was in the employ of the City of Toronto, at a salary of $15 per week, 
and is still so employed, at a salary of $30 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of inadequate food, 
beatings, and that he was compelled to work under the fire of his own guns. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


After a few days at Douai and Fort MacDonald, at Lille, claimant was 
sent out to work close behind the lines, where he remained for 11 months, when 
he was finally taken to hospital in a weak and emaciated condition. He tells 
the familiar story of starvation, beatings, exposure and heavy work. During 
this time claimant was exposed to shell fire from our own lines. He was 
employed in digging trenches and gun pits. He, with others, was compelled to 
sleep in the open and in basements. There is an abundance of evidence as to 
the hardships these prisoners were compelled to undergo close behind the lines 
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and the story told by claimant is consistent with such evidence. He now com- 
plains of a cyst on the right arm and a hernia, the latter of which is his main 
disablement. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from a left inguinal 
hernia and lipoma on medial surface of right arm. His percentage of disability 
is stated at 25 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. D. C. Bastown, 
who certifies to the foregoing, also appeared before the Commission. He does 
not find any great disability in the arm condition, but declares the hernia to 
be disabling. He also notes a general nervous condition. Claimant’s medical 
files show nothing unusual. 

Were it not for the fact that claimant underwent the brutal and cruel 
treatment meted out to prisoners compelled to work close behind the lines, I — 
would not consider that his case had much merit. In view of the fact stated, 
I consider that he is entitled to the benefit of any doubt there may be and 
while I am not entirely satisfied with the medical evidence made, I would 
yet recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ortawa, September 28, 1932. 


CASE 1797—WILLIAM HENRY JOHNSTON 


The claimant was a Private in the 47th Battalion—Regimental No. 490559. 
He enlisted in May, 1916, at the age of 34 years, and was taken prisoner 
October 26, 1917, at Paschendaele, suffering from bullet wound in the leg. He 
was repatriated to England January 10, 1919. He is in receipt of a disability 
pension, amounting to $3.75 per month, based on “ gunshot wound right leg.” 
He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was a Longshoreman and Labourer, 
earning about $1 per hour, and since his discharge has been engaged solely in 
fishing. He does not state his income therefrom, but says it depends upon the 
price and the run of the fish. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains that his health has been 
impaired by reason of insufficient food. He also complains of being beaten. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant complains only of the treatment accorded him on Nordeney 
Island, where he remained about four months. The conditions as described by 
him in statement upon repatriation and recounted in his evidence, were very 
severe. The prisoners were forced to work in water for nine or ten hours a day, 
building a breakwater, and received practically no food. It is said that their 
rations were stolen and sold to civilians. Out of 185 prisoners on Nordeney 
Island only 89 survived. A suggestion was made that the British authorities, in 
recognition of the extreme hardships undergone by these prisoners, made a 
special grant to them. Inquiries have been made to determine the accuracy of 
this alleged grant, but the Commission has been informed that the British 
authorities have no knowledge thereof. Claimant spent some time in Germany 
after his experiences on Nordeney Island, but has no complaint as to his treat- 
ment. He complains that his stomach condition is impaired as a result of the 
starvation and hard work on Nordeney Island. 

The medical record is incomplete. Claimant’s medical files indicate that he 
sustained a gun shot wound in the right leg, for which he receives pension. There 
is also reference to an eye condition, which, however, is declared to be of pre-war 
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origin. There is nothing in the file substantiating any stomach disability, nor 
has claimant filed the usual medical certificate covering any present disability. 
Claimant’s evidence is substantially in accord with the statement made by 
him upon repatriation, and I have no doubt that the conditions under which he 
was held at Nordeney Island were of the harshest nature, the prisoners being 
deliberately starved. As explained in general Opinion annexed to my earlier 
report upon maltreatment cases, lack of proper food cannot be regarded as mal- 
treatment, but when such treatment becomes deliberate, I think it may be so 
classed. While the medical evidence as to the injury to claimant’s health as a 
result of this treatment is not satisfactory, I am inclined to give him the benefit 
of the doubt, and to find that he has suffered some disability due to maltreat- 
ment. I would recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 7, 1932. 


CASE 2426—ALFRED WILLIAM KILPATRICK 


Olaimant was a Private in the 4th C.M.R.—Regimental No. 113340. He 
enlisted July 31, 1915, at the age of 18 years, and was taken prisoner June 2, 
1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to England December 2, 1918. He is not 
in receipt of pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as 
a clerk with a music supply company, earning $10 per week and is now a rail- 
way express messenger, at $150 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the bad food, stoppage 
of parcels, 19 months labour in the coal mines with frequent beatings, was struck 
over the head with a lamp and received a kick in the left testicle. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant spent the first 8 months of his captivity at Dulmen and Minden 
camps, where, except for the food, he has no complaints. Removed to Wester- 
holz, he worked under ground for 19 months, in the coal mines, where he was 
beaten and kicked for refusing to do the work required. He speaks of being 
made to run the gauntlet between guards with rubber hose in their hands and 
suffered bruises and marks as a result. This apparently was for absenting him- 
self from work. For an attempted escape, he was beaten and kicked, stating 
that he received a blow in the testicles, which has left him with hydrocele. He 
also complains of a hernia, which he attributes to the heavy labour he was com- 
pelled to do. This ailment, however, only developed a month after discharge. 
Claimant also refers to the familiar punishment of “stillistand”, which was prac- 
tised on Sundays, over long periods. Apart from these disabilities, claimant 
speaks, in a general way, of some nervousness. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from hydrocele of cord 
left side and inguinal hernia right side. Huis percentage of disability is stated at 
10 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. E. L. Stall, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medical history files refer to the hydrocele as slight with 
no disability. There is no mention of the hernia, (which developed only after 
discharge). 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent 19 months underground in the 
coal mines, as to which we have an abundance of evidence of maltreatment, I 
would be inclined to say that he had failed to show such a disability as would 
entitle him to an award. Having regard to his experiences in the coal mines, I 


200 REPARATIONS 1932 


consider that it is a fair inference, following his testimony, that claimant was 
subjected to maltreatment, which has resulted in some disability. I would, 
accordingly, recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, October 16, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2461—RAYMOND ATKINSON LOCKWOOD 


Claimant was a Corporal in the 18th Battalion—Regimental No. 775516. 
He enlisted December 7, 1915, at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner 
November 12, 1917, at Paschendaele, suffering with shrapnel wound in the left 
leg and slightly gassed. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He 
is not in receipt of pension. He was married in June 1919 and has two children. 
Prior to enlistment, he was a box factory foreman at $18.00 per week, and for 
slx years previously a cement finisher at 65 cents an hour. He is now employed 
at a drug store soda fountain, earning $25.00 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, labour in the 
salt mines where he was struck a blow in the leg with a rifle. The wound fes- 
tered and he still carries the scar. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was a prisoner for about a year, the first few weeks whereof were 
spent at Dulmen, Saltau and Hestenmoor, as to which he has no particular com- 
plaints, except as to the food. When it was discovered that claimant was not an 
N.C.O. as he pretended, he was sent to the salt mines, near Wahling, where he 
remained about nine months, six months working underground and three above. 
Here he complains generally of the rough treatment, blows and abuse. He 
declares that after he had fainted, on one occasion, he was struck on the leg 
with a bayonet by an officer. A comrade thus explained the bruise on claimant’s 
leg. He suffered from salt sores, for which he received no treatment, and still 
bears the scars left thereby. Claimant found that by fainting he could escape 
the heavier work, and resorted to this expedient on several occasions. He com- 
plains now of constipation, general nervous debility and insomnia. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “ ar neurosis, 25 
pounds underweight, anaemic appearance, moderate nervous impairment of 
speech, insomnia, nightmares, indigestion (severe), excitable, lack of nervous 
control, irritable.” His percentage of disability is stated at 100 per cent in his 
own calling and at 75 per cent in the general labour market. Dr. H. A. Elliott, 
who certifies to the foregoing, also appeared before the Commission. He con- 
firmed the diagnosis contained in his certificate, and expresses the opinion that 
claimant’s nervousness could well result from the experiences recounted by claim- 
ant. Claimant’s medical history files reveal nothing unusual. 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent nine months of his period of 
captivity in the salt mines, as to which we have an abundance of evidence of 
maltreatment, I would be inclined to regard his case as one solely for the con- 
sideration of the Board of Pension Commissioners. Having regard to all the 
circumstances, I have reached the conclusion that claimant sustained some dis- 
ability as the result of maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war. I would recom- 
mend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January LO, 1920 to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. Commissioner. 
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The claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27505. 
He enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 24 years, and was taken prisoner April 
24, 1915, at the second battle of Ypres. He was not wounded, but states he was 
suffering slightly from gas. He was repatriated to England December 31, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a 5 per cent disability pension, amounting to $3.75 per month, 
based on “neurasthenia.” He is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as fireman on the Great Lakes, earning $40 and board per month. 
Since his discharge he has been periodically employed as a labourer, but is at 
present out of employment. 

He alleges that while a prisoner of war he was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted im pecuniary damage to him. He complains of frequent 
beatings, and that he was compelled to work when he was physically unfit to do 
sO. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where he remained about two 
months. Removed to Celle, he was sent to the ill-famed salt mines at Beine-~ 
rode. There is an abundance of evidence as to conditions at this camp, and 
claimant’s experiences were similar to those of other prisoners. Claimant’s 
health broke down and he was returned to Celle for several months. Here he 
worked upon the moors and describes his treatment as very rough. He was 
then sent to the Sarstedt salt mines, where he was beaten for an attempted 
escape and underwent the brutal treatment common in the salt mines. Sent to 
Hameln and a farm in the vicinity, he eventually reached another salt mine at 
Salberg, where the conditions were more harsh and cruel than any of the other 
camps. He was beaten, starved and denied medical attention. When the Armis- 
tice was declared claimant was at Hameln. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from neurasthenia. The 
Pension Tribunal decision is on file with the definite finding that claimant’s con- 
dition is due to his experiences as a prisoner of war. 

Claimant spent over two years of his period of captivity in the notorious 
salt mines—amongst others, Beinrode. It is not surprising, therefore, to learn 
that his health was injuriously affected. Having regard to the evidence before 
the Commission as to conditions in these camps, I have no hesitation in finding 
that claimant was subjected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war which has 
resulted in disability to him. Viewing all the circumstances, I would recom- 
mend a payment to him of $800.00 with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920 to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Ortawa, August 10, 19382. 


CASE 2662—FRANK MATHESON 


Claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 24377. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 22 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated to 
England December 22, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in 
June 1920 and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
locomotive fireman, earning $75 per month, and is now in the same employment, 
earning about $120 per month. ; 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of lack of food, exposure 
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due to insufficient clothing and labour in the salt mines, where he developed acne; 
also contracted diphtheria. Was put back to work while still weak from illness 
and contracted rheumatism. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals :— 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where he spent a few months 
without particular incident. He was then sent to the notorious Beinerode salt 
mines, where he remained for six months, until he escaped. He speaks of the 
conditions as harsh, but appears to have avoided much of the brutality to which 
other prisoners were subjected. Upon recapture, claimant was in close arrest at 
Gottingen, was transferred to Langensalza and worked in a sugar factory and 
was then sent to another salt mine (Walzenhausen, sic) for 14 months. He 
developed sores and still suffers from a severe form of acne. He contracted what 
he refers to as diphtheria, was in hospital undergoing treatment and has no com- 
plaint as to his treatment. While still weak, he was sent to Jenna (sic) and 
complains of the work in his weakened condition. He suffers from rheumatism 
which he attributes to exposure while working in the salt mines. 

The medical evidence consists only in a letter from Dr. J. L. McIntosh to the 
effect that claimant has been under his care several times every year for rheum- 
atism, acne, irregular action of heart and low blood pressure. Claimant’s medical 
history files show nothing unusual. 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent about 20 months in the salt 
mines, I would be disinclined to give his case favourable consideration. He has 
not completed the usual documents, but his evidence is quite complete. While 
claimant appears to have come through the salt mines with comparatively little 
disability, I still regard him as entitled to an award, for reasons which have been 
explained in general opinion dealing with maltreatment cases, annexed to my 
earlier report. The evidence established some disability. I would accordingly, 
recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
OTTAWA, September 19, 1932. 


CASE 2433—ALEXANDER MELLUISH 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27509. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 26 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but suffering slightly from 
gas. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is in receipt of a 
5 per cent disability pension, amounting to $4.50 per month, based on gastritis. 
He was married in December 1918 and his wife died in April 1928, leaving him 
a widower with one child. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a bricklayer 
earning about $25 per week and is now following the same trade but cannot get 
steady “employment. When working full time he earns $40 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to work 
for 34 years in the salt mines, where the work was too hard and when ill with 
influenza was compelled to continue work. He received the usual beatings and 
the food was so bad he suffered with gastric ulcers. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was taken to Gottingen camp, where he remained about a month. 
Removed to Cellelager, he was then sent, after a few days, to the salt mines at 
Beinerode for the remainder of this captivity. As in the case of other prisoners 
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‘who had the misfortune to be sent to these mines, claimant was subjected to 
brutal treatment, starved and made to work long hours. While unfit he was 
compelled to work long hours underground. There is an abundance of evidence 
as to conditions in this camp and it would be surprising indeed had claimant 
not sustained injury to his health. He now complains of rheumatism, stomach 
trouble, nervousness and his feet. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from gastric ulcers, 
neurasthenia, arthritis and myalgia. His percentage of disability is stated at 
75 per cent in his own calling and at 50 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. Mortimer Fleming, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before Oe 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files refer only to gastritis. 

While the evidence of permanent disability due to direct maltreatment is ee 
strong in this case, I have come to the conclusion, as in the cases of other prisoners 
who were subjected to the treatment in the salt mines, that claimant is entitled to 
an award. Viewing all the circumstances of the case, and having regard to the 
observations contained in general Opinion annexed to my earlier report upon 
maltreatment cases, I would recommend payment to claimant of the sum of $600, 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 2524—THOMAS MIDGLEY 


Claimant was a Private in the 13th Battalion—Regimental No. 24511. He 
enlisted in August 1914 at the age of 36 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres suffering from a gunshot wound in the leg, 
and gas. He was repatriated to England December 24, 1918. He is in receipt 
of a 100 per cent disability pension, amounting to $137 per month, based on 
asthma. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a construction foreman at $30 
per week and is now unemployed. He was married at the time of enlistment and 
has nine children. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of solitary confinement, 
starvation diet, forced labour while unfit, labour in the salt mines for two years 
after refusing to work on munitions, and being kicked and beated at the munition 
factory. Also had five teeth knocked out while being beaten, and had to stand at 
attention for long periods. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— | 

Claimant’s wounds were first attended at Roulers and he spent some time in 
hospital at Mecklenberg and at Altengrabow, as to which he has no complaints, 
except that he was confined to cells for three days. Sent to Langenmoor, claimant 
was employed on irrigation work and was eventually sent to salt mines in Han- 
over, apparently as punishment for refusing to work on munitions. Here he com- 
plains of being made to work on Sunday and while he does not refer to any 
excessive brutality on the part of the guards, he complains of the heavy work, long 
hours and general punishment. Made to stand at attention until he collapsed, he 
was denied medical care. Claimant had several teeth knocked out during the 
course of a beating for refusing to work on munitions. Claimant also seems to 
have been in Bohmte camp. His story lacks somewhat in coherency, but it is 
substantially accord with statement made by him upon repatriation and may, I 
think, be accepted as fairly accurate. 
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Claimant has produced no medical evidence, but his medical history files 
indicate a condition of asthma for which he is in receipt of full pension. 

The record is not complete, and were it not for the fact that claimant spent 
more than two years in the salt mines, as to which we have abundant testimony 
of maltreatment, I would be disposed to consider his ease as covered by pension. 
Bearing in mind the absence of medical evidence, and, for reasons set out in 
Opinion annexed in my earlier report upon maltreatment cases, I would recom- 
mend a payment to claimant of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, October 3rd, 1932. Commassioner. 


CASE 2414—VINCE L. NICHOLSON 


The claimant was a Private in the 25th Battalion—Regimental No. 68095. 
He enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 19 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 5, 1916, at St. Eloi, suffering from a slight shrapnel wound and broken 
shoulder blade. He was repatriated to England November 25, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 10 per cent pension amounting to $10 per month, based on myalgia 
(lumbar), myopic astigmatism and pyorrhoea. He was married June 23, 1929, 
and has no children. Prior to enlistment, he was at school and since discharge 
was employed as a gas-fitter but was out of work at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of beatings and kicks which 
permanently injured his hip. Was also compelled to labour in a stone quarry 
where he suffered great punishment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was a prisoner at Giessen and attached commandos. He made 
six attempts to escape and was severely beaten upon recapture. Upon his own 
admission he thought it his duty to give his captors trouble and became a marked 
man. He became a member of the group known as the “ Iron Twenty ”, all of 
whom refused to be cowed by the guards and took all the punishment given them. 
They were truculent and intractable and the severest kind of punishment was 
visited upon them. Their organization and resource was quite remarkable in 
assisting prisoners to escape. I have no reason to doubt the story told by 
claimant, borne out, as it is, by the statements of other members of the group 
(Corker No. 2166) and even though claimant did bring upon himself much of 
the punishment, I regard the punishment as going beyond reasonable bounds. He 
was repeatedly struck and beaten and served punishment in dark cells to the 
lasting injury of his health. As a result of his experience he complains of a 
disabled hip and leg, the result of a particularly violent beating. He complains 
also of his nerves and stomach trouble. 

The medical evidence in this case is very incomplete. There is not even 
the usual certificate of a physician and no such evidence was adduced before the 
Commission. Claimant’s medical history files show an injury to the hip and some 
visual disability—though slight—and pyorrhoea. 

Notwithstanding the absence of more direct medical evidence, I am of opin- 
ion that the record justifies a finding that claimant was subjected to maltreatment 
which has resulted in disability to him. His captors may have been entitled to 
punish elaimant but they went beyond reasonable bounds. Viewing all the cir- 
cumstances and in the light of other evidence made before the Commission as to 
the experiences of the group of which claimant was a member, I would recommend 
a payment to him of $1,000 with interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum, from the 10th day of January, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, August 12, 1932. Commissioner 
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The claimant was a Private in the 7th Battalion—Regimental No. 23436. 
He enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 28 years, and was taken prisoner 
April 24, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded but suffering from 
gas. He was repatriated to England January 1, 1919. He is not in receipt of 
pension and is unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a Motorman, 
earning about $24 per week and since discharge has tried various jobs and was 
unemployed at the time of the hearing. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
was resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, beatings, 
being compelled to work in-an underground mine and exposure to wet. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Giessen camp, where he remained about 10 
months. His only complaint here is that he was placed in punishment barracks 
because he could not walk in wooden shoes. At Lichtenhorst, where he remained 
about a year, he was beaten and put in cells for refusing to work at cutting 
heather. He complains of the cells being infested with vermin to the knowledge 
of his captors. After a few days at Limburg, claimant was sent to an iron mine at 
Tilseder Hutte, where he spent 2 years, under conditions of brutality and harsh 
treatment with which we are familiar as existing in the mines. Claimant was 
beaten with bayonets for not accomplishing his allotted tasks, and, though ill, 
compelled to continue working. When he could work no longer he was thrown 
into cells, and hardly given enough food to subsist upon. As a result of these 
experiences he alleges that his “ insides’? have been greatly impaired and that 
he had to undergo an operation for ulcerated stomach. 

The medical record indicates that claimant suffers from gastric ulcer, and 
underwent a gastro enterostomy, alleged to be due to poor foor, living conditions 
and illtreatment. His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. G. 
Clement, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files reveal nothing unusual. 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent two years in the iron mines, where 
conditions were particularly harsh and brutal, I would be inclined to say that he 
had failed to make out a case of maltreatment resulting in present disability. The 
evidence of his experiences in the mines, however, consistent as it is with the 
statement of other prisoners, who underwent similar experiences, leaves me with 
the conviction that claimant was subjected to maltreatment which has injuriously 
affected his health. The showing of disability is not very great, but viewing the 
case as a whole, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $500, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from January 10, 1920 to date of pay- 
ment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 12, 1932. 


CASE 2470—SAMUEL PEARCEY 


Claimant was a Private in the 42nd Battalion—Regimental No. 418751. He 
enlisted May 1, 1915, at the age of 21 years, and was taken prisoner September 
16, 1916, at Courcelette, suffering from a bullet wound in the left knee. He was 
repatriated to England December 22, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension. Was 
married in March 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was 
employed as an oil refiner, earning from $12 to $15 per week, and is now engaged 
as a Janitor at $24 per week. © 
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He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of having been compelled 
to work in the salt mines and now suffers nervous disorders, indigestion and 
rheumatism. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant received but scant attention for his wounds at a dressing station, 
but eventually reached Gottingen camp, where he spent six months in hospital 
and apparently has no complaints as to his treatment. ‘Sent to Langenselza, 
he was unfortunate enough to be transferred to the salt mines at Salsted, where 
he remained for the remainder of his period of captivity. His story of inhuman 
working conditions, accompanied by brutal treatment, is entirely consistent with 
other testimony brought before the Commission as to conditions in these mines. 
While he appears to have escaped the worst of the physical brutality and cruelty 
meted out to some prisoners, it is not surprising to find that his health has 
suffered from the treatment received. He complains of nervous indigestion and 
rheumatism, attributing the latter to the wet and unhealthy conditions under- 
ground in the salt mines. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from nervous debility 
and dyspepsia. His percentage of disability is unstated. Dr. J. R. McIntosh, 
who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. Claimant’s 
medical history files show nothing unusual. 

Notwithstanding that evidence of present disability is slight, I consider that 
I am justified in reaching a finding in claimant’s favour. As explained in general 
opinion annexed to my earlier report upon maltreatment cases, almost is it suffi- 
cient to justify an award for a claimant to show that he was held in the infamous 
salt mines. Claimant has shown some impairment to his health, and I would 
recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 
per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
‘ Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 15, 1932. 


CASE 1995—FRANK G. PINDER 


Under date of November 30, 1931, decision was rendered in this case disallow- 
ing the claim on the ground that the evidence did not disclose that the disability 
of which claimant complained was the direct result of a blow received by him 
in the face while a prisoner in Germany. The decision is contained in my earlier 
report upon maltreatment cases. 

The claimant has alleged that he was unable at the time of the hearing to 
bring forward the evidence necessary to establish his claim, and has filed an 
affidavit averring that there has been a consequent miscarriage of justice. I have 
been directed, in such cases, to hear applications for the admission of such new 
evidence with a view to reconsideration of the claim. In the present case the 
claimant has effectively shown that, at the time of the first hearing, he was 
unable to complete the record. 

The evidence which he now makes, consisting in the affidavits of a number 
of fellow prisoners who either witnessed the blow in the face or saw his condi- 
tion immediately thereafter, in my opinion conclusively corroborates the fact of 
the blow. He has also brought forward medical testimony establishing the 
injury resulting from the blow and continuity thereof from the time of the 
incident to the present date. Had such evidence been made before me at the 
time of the original hearing, I have no hesitation in saying that the result would 
have been different. It is definitely established by the evidence of Dr. W. E. 
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Wilkes that claimant is greatly disabled and incapacitated owing to a more or 
less permanent sinusitis and Dr. Wilkes expresses the opinion that the present 
condition may well have resulted from the blow referred to. 

- In these circumstances, I am clearly of opinion that claimant has estab- 
lished the essential factors entitling him to an award, namely, maltreatment 
whilst a prisoner of war with resultant disability. Having regard to the evidence 
as now made, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $1,000, with interest 
thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of 
payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, November 18, 1932. 


CASE 2352—VICTOR ALBERT PRITCHARD 


Claimant was a Private in the 7oth Battalion—Regimental No. 139165. 
He enlisted July 12, 1915, at the age of 23 years, and was taken prisoner June 8, 
1917, during a raid. He was not wounded but was knocked unconscious in some 
manner unknown to him. He was repatriated to England December 27, 1918. 
He is in receipt of a 15 per cent disability pension, amounting to $21 per month, 
based on chronic pleuritis. He was married in April, 1919, and has three 
children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a bar tender and also as a 
painter and decorator, averaging about $25 per week and since discharge has 
been unable to hold any position on account of physical disability. Does odd 
jobs and peddling, averaging from $8 to $10 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of starvation, beatings, 
exposure, stoppage of parcels. Developed tuberculosis and was sent to the 
tubercular huts where he lived for a time and was then put on farm work. Took 
pleurisy and received no medical treatment. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

After being taken to Douai for a short time claimant was included in a 
reprisal party and sent out to work close behind the German lines, engaged in 
demolishing buildings. He tells the familiar story of cruelty and hardship and 
deliberate starvation related by other prisoners who were so unfortunate as to 
encounter this treatment. He appears to have had 7 or 8 months of this work 
and it is surprising that he was able to withstand the strain. He was beaten, 
forced to work for long hours when unwell and was exposed to shell fire from 
our own lines. Finally taken back into Germany, it is not difficult to picture his 
condition as pitiable. He was at Schneidemuhl and Altdamm and was so weak 
and emaciated that he was sent to a tubercular hospital for 7 weeks and then 
to a farm. Seeking to protect his face with a handkerchief from the lime dust 
he was unloading, he was beaten by the guard and the pad torn away from his 
face. Later, at another camp, claimant was given a period of rest, but con- 
tracted the flu and received no medical attention therefor. He was operated 
upon for pleurisy, without anaesthetic, and finally found himself at Stettin, as 
to which he has no complaints. As a result of his experiences, claimant com- 
plains of his nerves and a chest condition. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “chronic pleuritis” 
(following pleurisy with effusion) of both lung bases with some subsequent debil- 
ity. His percentage of disability is stated at 15 per cent. Dr. T. A. Carson, who 
certifies to the foregoing, as being taken from claimant’s medical documents, did- 
not appear before the Commission, but the medical documents referred to and 
which are filed fully bear out the diagnosis. 
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I cannot say that claimant’s testimony was very impressive, but having 
regard to the abundance of evidence furnished by other prisoners who were 
made to work behind the lines, I am satisfied that claimant was subjected to 
maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war (see notes on this subject in general 
Opinion annexed to my earlier report on maltreatment cases). It is also estab- 
lished that he suffers a present disability and I am of.opinion that the relation- 
ship between the two has been proven. Having regard to all the circumstances, 
I would recommend a payment to claimant of $700, with interest thereon, at the 
rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commusstoner. 
Orrawa, August 17, 1932. 


CASE 1914—CHARLES ROBERTSON 


Claimant was a Private in the 15th Battalion—Regimental No. 27249. He 
enlisted in August, 1914, at the age of 20 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, suffering from a touch of gas. He was 
repatriated to England December 27, 1918. He is in receipt of a 7 per cent 
disability pension, amounting to $10 per month, based on neurasthenia and 
otitis media. He was married November 27, 1924, and has no children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was an apprenticed steamfitter, earning about $10 per week, 
and is now employed at light labouring, averaging about $25 per week. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of forced labour, injury 
to his stomach due to a fall in the stone quarries, exposure in wet clothes, 
causing rheumatism, eight months’ labour in the salt mines, ‘blows from rifle 
butts and nervous and digestive disorders, so that he is unable to follow his 
trade. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant was first taken to Gottingen camp, where he complains only of 
being compelled to wear wooden clogs and the poor food. He was then sent to 
Hameln camp, to which he appears to have been attached for the remainder of 
his captivity, but was sent out upon a number of working parties. He complains 
of exposure while working at a tin factory and heavy punishment for minor 
infractions of discipline. At a stone quarry the work was very arduous. He 
had a fall, injuring his stomach, and though allowed to rest, he complains that 
he received no proper medical treatment for this injury. He was off work for 
about seven months. Next sent to a farm, claimant attempted to escape and 
was given the usual 14 days’ confinement to cells. After varied experiences sat 
various camps, all of which claimant characterizes as rough, he again injured 
his stomach at a sand pit, and spent some time in Hildesheim hospital. He was 
eventually sent to the salt mines at Vogelbeck, where he speaks of the treatment 
underground as very brutal and the work too heavy. He was beaten about, 
denied medical treatment, and suffered severely from exposure and exhaustion. 
As a result of these experiences, claimant complains of his stomach and his 
nerves. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “ neurasthenia— 
moderate,” with some visual disability. His percentage of disability is stated at 
50 per cent in his own calling and at 25 per cent in the general labour market. 
Dr. Vincent W. Weirs, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the 
Commission, but the report of a very full examination of claimant made through 
the medical service of the Veteran’s Bureau has been filed, confirmatory of the 
diagnosis furnished by Dr. Weirs. Claimant’s medical history files also indicate 
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a neurasthenic and ear condition, which is related to service with origin given 
as Germany. 

From claimant’s testimony it appears that he is dissatified with the pension 
he receives and that he is mainly anxious to have it increased. There is in the 
record undoubted evidence of rough and even violent treatment whilst claimant 
was held a prisoner. The difficulty, however, is to connect claimant’s present 
disabilities with such treatment. Were it not for the fact that claimant spent 
the last eight months of his period of captivity in the salt mines, I would be 
inclined to regard his case as one solely for the consideration of the Board of 
Pension Commissioners. We have such an abundance of evidence of brutal 
and cruel treatment in the salt mines (see Opinion annexed to my earlier report 
upon maltreatment cases) that I consider whatever doubt exists should be 
resolved in claimant’s favour. I, accordingly, conclude that claimant was sub- 
jected to maltreatment whilst a prisoner of war which has resulted in some dis- 
ability, and I would recommend a payment to him of $500 with interest thereon, — 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, October 13, 1932. 


CASE 2311—WILLIAM BROWN ROSS 


Claimant was a Sapper with the 2nd Engineers, Tunnelling Company— 
Regimental No. 503430. He enlisted November 16, 1915, at the age of 27 years, 
and was taken prisoner June 2, 1916, unwounded. He was repatriated to Eng- 
land December 14, 1918. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in Novem- 
ber, 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a 
box car loader at $3.60 per day and is now unemployed but gets occasional 
work in a boiler shop, as riveter, at sixty cents an hour. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of loss of belongings, 
jewellery and cash, was forced to work in the coal mines where he was beaten, 
then transferred to the coke ovens where his eyesight became impaired due to 
beatings and the intense heat; was compelled to stand to attention for long 
periods, was deprived of food parcels and suffered injury to his feet from the 
heat in the coke ovens. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen, where he remained from two to three 
months. He complains only of the food. Removed to camp K 47, he was com- 
pelled to work in the coal mines until shortly before the Armistice. He was 
made to stand to attention for long hours for refusing to work, was forced down 
the mines, beaten and kicked. Finally about 6 months before the Armistice, he 
was taken out of the mines and made to work in the coke ovens. He was beaten 
by the guards, had his nose cut and one tooth knocked out. He was also confined 
to cells on bread and water for the same refusal to work, as also for an attempted 
escape. He was sent to Senne lager, where he was in hospital. As a result of 
these experiences, claimant complains of his stomach, eyesight and the con- 
dition of his feet, all of which he attributes to the work in the coal mines and 
coke ovens. 

The medical evidence, consisting of the affidavits of Drs. J. J. Gillis, Geo. 
W. Everett and D. A. McLeod, indicates that claimant suffers from indigestion, 
symptoms of peptic ulcer, loss of all his teeth, gastritis and defective eyesight. 
His percentage of disability is variously estimated at 35 per cent. None of 
these doctors appeared before the Commission. Claimant’s medical history files 
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show nothing unusual. Upon examination at the time of discharge, he was 
declared “ all systems normal.” 

Were it not for the fact that claimant spent so long a period of his captivity 
in the coal mines, I would be inclined to disallow the claim. We have abundant 
evidence, however, as to the harsh treatment received by prisoners at the coal 
mine in question. Having regard particularly to the cruelty of the work imposed 
in attending the coke ovens, I am of opinion that claimant has been successful in 
showing some disability resulting from maltreatment. I would, accordingly, 
recommend a payment to him of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per 
cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 18, 1932. 


CASE 2662—GEORGE SAUNDERS 


Claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9721. He 
enlisted in September, 1914, at the age of 28 years and was taken prisoner 
April 22, 1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded. He was repatriated 
to England in January, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension, was married in 
December, 1919, and has three children. Prior to enlistment, he was employed 
in bridge building with the C.N.R., earning about 35 cents per hour. He is now 
employed as a labourer with the Consumers Gas Company, at 45 cents per hour. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being forced to work in 
the salt mines, was beaten and received a blow on the shoulder with a rifle butt. 
Injured two fingers on the left hand which now prevent his closing his fist, also 
suffers from nervous trouble and indigestion. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 


Claimant was first taken to Giessen Camp, to which he remained attached 
for the greater part of his captivity. He was sent out on a working party, first 
to a mineral mine and later to a salt mine, where he remained, working under- 
ground, for fourteen months. During the course of his work he was beaten and 
forced to go down the mine, hit over the back and shoulder. The work was very 
heavy and claimant’s story is in accord with the evidence of other prisoners as 
to conditions in the salt mines. His finger was injured in an accident, for which 
he received no medical treatment and he still suffers disability therefrom. He 
finally maimed himself in order to get away from this camp and was sent to 
Hameln and later to a farm, as to which camps he has no complaints. He now 
complains that his nerves are badly affected, and that he suffers disability in 
the right hand. 1 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from pyorrhea, which 
has affected his health seriously, that his nerves are badly shattered and he 
is troubled with indigestion. The first two fingers of his left hand have been 
injured and he cannot now close his fist, which interferes with his work. Dr. 
D. A. Murray, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Com- 
mission. Claimant’s medical history files reveal nothing unusual. 

Were it not for the fact that claimant served fourteen months of his period 
of captivity in the salt mines, the evidence of his present disability resulting 
from his treatment in Germany would be too general to permit of a finding in 
his case. As explained in general Opinion annexed to my earlier report dealing 
with maltreatment cases, those prisoners who served time in the salt mines 
practically all have a lasting disability which is attributable to their experiences 
in these mines. Having regard to all the circumstances, particularly the fact 
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of the brutal treatment in the salt mines, I am of opinion that claimant has 
made out a case, and I would recommend a payment to him of $500, with 
interets thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, 
to date of payment. 


HRROL M. McDOUGALL, 


Commissioner. 
Orrawa, August 4, 1932. 3 


CASE 2683—WILLIAM HENRY SHARPE 


Claimant was a private in the P.P.C.L.I—Regimental No. 51425. He 
enlisted November 2, 1914, at the age of 30 years, and was taken prisoner 
June 2, 1916, at Sanctuary Wood, wounded in the right leg and suffering from 
shell shock. He was repatriated to England November 23, 1918. He is in 
receipt of a 25 per cent disability pension, amounting to $18.75 per month, 
based on neurasthenia. He had been married in 1911 and has one son, now 
of age. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a sales manager at $200 per 
month and since his discharge he has held different executive positions, receiving 
from $200 to $250 per month, but has been out of regular employment since 
June, 1931. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of the bad food, and 
unsanitary living conditions. For an attempt to escape, he was sentenced to 
14 days solitary confinement and received a bayonet wound in the right hand 
in trying to fend off a blow. He received no medical attention and the wound 
did not heal for six months. The third finger is now useless. Also suffers from 
neglect of hernia, the condition being aggravated by heavy lifting on a farm, 
and has poor teeth. Claims loss of personal property to the value of $225. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: 

Claimant was first taken to Dulmen camp, where he was employed as an 
interpreter in the post office. Apart from general rough treatment, he has no 
complaints. He was sent out to work on a railroad near Solingen, where he 
remained about a year. Recaptured after an attempted escape, claimant 
received the usual confinement to cells. Upon release, he engaged in an alter- 
cation with a guard, during the course of which, in seeking to ward off a blow 
from a bayonet, aimed at his neck, his hand was cut and the tendon of the 
finger severed. Medical attention was denied him and the wound was long in 
healing. It has left him with a permanent disability in that finger. This is 
the incident and injury chiefly stressed by claimant‘in putting forward his claim 
for reparations. Sent to Hervest Darsten, claimant served time at a number 
of farms and refers to the treatment as generally fair, but complains that a 
hernia condition from which he was suffering became aggravated by the heavy 
work and that he could get no medical attention for this very evident disability. 
The food furnished was very bad, but claimant frankly concedes that the 
Germans had nothing better for themselves. He is dissatisfied with his pension 
award and seems to have confused the functions of this Commission with those 
of the Board of Pension Commissioners. His claim may be resumed, in his 
own language, as follows: “ None of my disabilities have any relationship to 
this Commission outside of the hand wound because that happened in Ger- 
many.” A claim for loss of personal effects, failing corroboration, is not pressed. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from a marked state 
of general nervous debility, injured right hand showing severed tendons with 
loss of muscular power of ring finger, neuritis and stiffness right leg, dental 
caries and a dyspeptic condition. His percentage of disability is stated at 100 
per cent. Dr. Neil McLeod, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before 
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the Commission. A further certificate of Dr. John T. Ryan is produced, to the 
effect that claimant was treated by deponent for neurasthenia and gastric neu- 
rosis, during the past five years (from May 27, 1932). Reference is also made to 
gunshot wound of right leg and bayonet wound of right hand and bilateral inguinal 
hernia. Claimant’s medical history files are quite complete. The only mention 
therein of the injury to claimant’s hand is that the disability is negligible. 

Adopting claimant’s own suggestion, the only disability which concerns us 
here is the injury to the hand, with consequent loss of the use of the middle 
fingers. Possibly also the hernia condition should be mentioned. His remaining 
disabilities are within the province of the Board of Pension Commissioners. The 
disability resulting from the hand injury is evident and though in his particular | 
vocation it may not constitute a very serious handicap, I do not think it should 
be entirely overlooked. I confess that I have been in doubt both as to manner 
in which the injury was inflicted and the present disability resulting therefrom, 
but, from claimant’s evidence, I believe that the doubt should be resolved in 
his favour and J am prepared to find that the injury was caused in the manner 
stated and that it constitutes maltreatment suffered by claimant whilst a prisoner 
of war. The condition of hernia referred to by claimant has not been shown 
to have resulted from maltreatment. In its inception it predated his capture. 
Viewing the case as a whole, I would recommend a payment to claimant of $500 
with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 
1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Commissioner. 
Orrawa, September 6, 1932. 


CASE 2546—FREDERICK SIDNEY STEVENS _ 


The claimant served with the Imperial Forces, having been a Private in the 
Queen’s Royal West Surreys—Regimental No. 8551. He was a reservist, who 
came to Canada in March 1914 and was in Chapleau, Ontario, with the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Police. He was recalled to the colours in August 1914, being 
then 26 years of age. He was taken prisoner October 31, 1914, during the first 
battle of Ypres, suffering with a slight flesh wound. He marched into Holland 
when he heard that the Armistice was signed, in November 1918, and reached 
England about the end of that month. He was at one time in receipt of a 20 
per cent disability pension, being about $7.50 per month. It has been dis- 
continued. He was married in November 1919 and has one child and a widowed 
mother to support. Prior to enlistment, he earned $60 per month as C.P.R. 
constable and is now an express wagon driver, at $116.50 per month. 

He alleges that while a prisoner.he was subjected to maltreatment which 
has resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of bad food, exposure, 
lack of clothing and forced labour for three years in the coal mines. Now suffers 
from stomach trouble. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was taken prisoner early in the war and appears to have spent the 
first year of his captivity at a camp (unnamed) in the North of Germany. He 
was not called upon to work and complains only of the lack of food and inade- 
quate clothing. He was then sent on to a coal mine near Dortmund, where he 
remained for three years. He complains of the treatment generally and relates 
one incident of being hit over the head by a guard with a piece of rock, which 
inflicted a painful injury at the time but does not appear to have left any dis- 
ablement. While ill he was compelled to work, but complains of no other brutality. 
He remarks that prisoners who did what they were told “were alright.” He 
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received his parcels through the Red Cross regularly. He now complains of his 
stomach and heart as affected by these experiences. 

The medical evidence is very scant and consists in a certificate of Dr. C. H. 
McCreary to the effect that he has attended claimant during the five years pre- 
ceding May 30, 1932, and found him suffering from “ general and nervous 
debility, gastric attacks and erratic cardiac action.” There is also filed report 
of the Life Extension Institute, Inc., of Chicago, attesting some digestive disturb- 
ance and a slight heart condition. Claimant’s medical history files are not avail- 
able. 

While claimant appears to have come through his experiences in 
Germany with comparatively little disability, the fact is that he spent several 
years in the coal mines, as to which we have an abundance of evidence of mal- 
treatment. The medical evidence does not disclose any considerable disability, 
but I think that the doubt should be resolved in claimant’s favour. I accordingly 
find that claimant was subjected to maltreatment which has resulted in some dis- 
ability. I would recommend an award to him of $500 with interest thereon, at 
the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, September 28, 1932. Commissioner. 


CASE 2599—THOMAS TAYLOR 


The claimant was a Private in the 3rd Battalion—Regimental No. 9730. He. 
enlisted in August 1914, at the age of 26 years, and was taken prisoner April 24, 
1915, during the second battle of Ypres, unwounded, but gassed. He was re- 
patriated to England December 31, 1918. He is in receipt of a 25 per cent dis- 
ability pension, amounting to $40 per month, based on arthritis, pulmonary 
tuberculosis and deafness. He was married in 1919 and has five children. Prior 
to enlistment, he was employed as linesman with the Bell Telephone Company, 
earning about $1.65 per day and expenses. Since discharge he was employed in 
farming for eight years, worked in an automobile factory for two years, and has 
been unable to work at all, due to ill health, for the past three years. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to work, 
while unfit, in coal mines, sugar factories, stone quarries and salt mines, was 
beaten and was injured in the foot by a piece of iron thrown by a fireman. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals: — 

Claimant tells a very confused and incoherent story of his experiences as a 
prisoner. After capture, he was hit over the head and knuckles and was apparently 
taken to hospital at Giessen. He declares that he has had trouble with his head 
ever since the incident referred to. There was some question of his exchange as 
medically unfit, but he was sent to Gardelegen camp, where he was beaten, he 
declares, for frying fish against regulations. He seems to have spent time on a 
farm, a hotel, a sugar factory, and stone quarries, but his recollection of his 
movements and the treatment accorded him is very vague. Finally he was at 
Merseberg camp for about a year and complains of being beaten with a stick 
because he couldn’t keep up with the work. A guard threw an iron bar, hitting 
him on the instep, but it is impossible to state from the record whether his caused 
any injury. Claimant complains of arthritis and inability to work. 

Claimant relies upon his medical history and pension files to establish a 
disability. The condition of rheumatoid arthritis is described as of post discharge 
origin and referred to the Tribunal. This condition was attributed to a com- 
bination of infection from otitis media and lowering of resistance due to under- 
nourishment and malnutrition while a prisoner. The medical opinion established 
the relationship between the condition and the period of imprisonment. The ear 
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condition, which was of pre-war origin, is declared to have been ageravated on 
service. Claimant is also shown to have pulmonary tuberculosis. 

It is difficult to reach a conclusion in this case. Claimant’s own testimony 
is unsatisfactory, not because of any wilful inaccuracy, but by reason of its 
unfortunate incoherency. Claimant’s health is clearly impaired, but whether this 
condition can be ascribed to maltreatment whilst a prisoner is not so clear. The 
Pension Tribunal, on the medical evidence before it, found it to be so. In these 
circumstances, I think claimant is entitled to the benefit of the doubt. Bearing 
in mind that he is in receipt of pension, I would recommend a payment to claim- 
ant of $500, with interest thereon, at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, from 
January 10, 1920, to date of payment. | 

ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, August 11, 1982. Commissioner. 


CASE 2496—ALFRED JOHN WILLIAMS 


Claimant was an Imperial soldier, having served as a Private in the Lan- 
cashire Fusiliers—Regimental No. 25112. He came to Canada in January 1913. 
He was employed at sea when the war broke out and he worked his way te 
England and enlisted in August, 1915, at the age of 22 years. He was taken 
prisoner March 21, 1918, sutfering from a bullet wound in the ankle. He was 
detained as prisoner behind the lines and was not taken to Germany. He was 
demobilized in England in February, 1919. He is not in receipt of pension and is 
still unmarried. Prior to enlistment, he was employed as a sheet metal worker, 
earning $15 per week, and is now unemployed except as assistant to his 
father who is a tailor, at no fixed salary. 

He alleges that while a prisoner he was subjected to maltreatment which has 
resulted in pecuniary damage to him. He complains of being compelled to work 
behind the enemy lines for nine months, continually exposed to shell fire and air 
raids. Also complains of lack of food and its bad quality, and suffers from 
neurasthenia. 

An analysis of the evidence reveals:— 

Claimant was never a prisoner in Germany. He was held close behind the 
lines working upon ammunition dumps, exposed to allied shell fire, compelled to 
work long hours and deliberately starved. His story is consistent with the evi- 
dence of many other prisoners who shared the same fate, and is also in accord- 
ance with official reports of the treatment accorded prisoners so held. Claimant 
was struck and beaten, and on one occasion received a blow from an officer over 
the eye, which has left a scar. His nine months of captivity under these con- 
ditions of cruelty and brutality was spent at Le Bain, Soissons, Namur and Char- 
leroi. It is not surprising to learn that his health has been permanently affected. 
He complains of extreme nervousness and stomach disorders. 

The medical evidence indicates that claimant suffers from “ severe neuras- 
thenia.”” His percentage of disability is stated at 50 per cent. Dr. F. J. Jack- 
man, who certifies to the foregoing, did not appear before the Commission. 
Claimant’s medical history files are not available. 

Although a prisoner for 9 months only, it is beyond question that claimant 
was subjected to a very brutal form of maltreatment. Starved, beaten, exposed 
to unnecessary danger and made to work almost beyond human endurance, he 
was a physical wreck when released. I view this case as one involving maltreat- 
ment with resultant disability. Having regard to the circumstances, I would 
recommend a payment to claimant of $600, with interest thereon, at the rate 
of 5 per cent per annum, from January 10, 1920, to date of payment. 


ERROL M. McDOUGALL, 
Orrawa, October 2, 1932. Commissioner. 
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